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Highlights 


36410  CETA  Funds  Labor/ETA  proposes  to  revise  rules 
.  concerning  when  funds  may  be  used  with  respect  to 
religious  elementary  and  secondary  schools,  and 
other  religious  activities;  comments  by  7-23-79 

36504  Displaced  Homemakers  Program  Labor/ETA 
announces  plans  for  allocating  and  distributing 
funds 

36378  Over-the-Counter  Daytime  Sedatives  HEW/FDA 
publishes  final  decision  that  any  ingredient 
intended  for  this  use  is  not  generally  recognized  as 
safe  and  effective;  effective  12-24-79 

36495  Summer  Youth  Employment  Program  Labor/ 

ETA  publishes  prime  sponsor  allocations;  effective 
5-16-79 

36421  OTC  Vitamin  and  Mineral  Drug  Products  HEW/ 
FDA  extends  comment  period  on  proposal  to 
establish  safety,  effectiveness,  and  labeling; 
comments  by  7-16-79,  reply  comments  by  9-14-79 

36396  Free  and  Reduced  Price  Meals  and  Milk  in 

Schools  USDA/FNS  extends  comment  period  on 
proposed  eligibility  criteria;  comments  by  7-2-79 

36396  Food  Distribution  Program  USDA/FNS  proposes 
to  revise  and  republish  niles 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 
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Highlights 


36437  Races  to  the  Courthouse  EPA  proposes 

additional  issue  for  comment  under  Clean  Water 
Act  to  provide  greater  fairness;  comments  by  8-3-79 

36698  Housing  HUD  proposes  to  amend  schedules  that 
set  Fair  Market  Rents  and  Housing  Assistance 
Payments  Programs  for  Existing  Housing;  comments 
by  7-23-79  (Part  III  of  this  issue) 

36890,  Housing  USDA/FmHA  implements  Technical  and 

36905  Supervisory  Assistance  Grant  program  intended  to 
provide  funding  to  eligible  organizations  for 
counseling  for  future  FmHA  loan  borrowers; 
effective  8-22-79  (Part  VII  of  this  issue) 

(2  documents) 

36862  Health  Maintenance  Organization  HEW/PHS 
proposes  amendments  to  operation  requirements; 
comments  by  8-21-79  (Part  IV  of  this  issue) 

36600  Employee  Retirement  Income  Security  Labor 
proposes  to  provide  limited  relief  from  certain 
reporting,  disclosure,  and  claims  procedure 
requirements;  comments  by  8-21-79  (Part  II  of  this 
issue) 

36397  Importation  of  Animais  USDA/APHIS  proposes 
to  delete  certain  designated  ports;  comments  by 
8-21-79 

36868  Animal  Welfare  USDA/APHIS  sets  standards  to 
govern  humane  handling,  care,  treatment,  and 
transportation  of  warmblooded  aquatic  animals  or 
marine  mammals;  effective  9-20-79  (Part  V  of  this 
issue) 


36411  Color  Additives  HEW/FDA  terminates  proposal 
on  listing  specifications,  and  intends  to  propose  new 
rules  on  lakes  of  color  additives;  comments  by 
8-21-79  (2  documents) 

36386  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Leasing  Interior/BLM 

amends  rules  relating  to  joint  bidding  requirements; 
effective  6-22-79 

36581  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 


36660  Part  II,  Labor/ESA 
36698  Part  III,  HUD 

36862  Part  IV.  HEW/PHS  and  Labor/PWBP 

36868  Part  V,  USDA/APHIS 

36886  Part  VI.  Interior/OSMRE 

36890  Part  VII,  USDA/FmHA 

36908  Part  VIII,  HEW/OE 

36912  Part  IX,  SEC 
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UI 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
RULES 

36361  Hops  of  domestic  production;  correction 
36361  Lemons  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif.  . 

Agriculture  Departnient 
See  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Agricultmal 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service;  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service;  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation;  Farmers  Home  Administration; 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service;  Food  Safety  and 
Quality  Service;  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service 

RULES 

36359  Feed  grain,  upland  cotton,  and  wheat  programs; 
deletion  of  certain  regulations 
Indemnity  payment  programs: 

36359  Dairy 

36359  Tobacco  (flue-cured);  marketing  quotas  and 
acreage  allotments 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 

RULES 

Animal  welfare: 

36868  Transportation,  handling,  care,  and  treatment  of 

marine  mammals;  standards 
Livestock  and  poultry,  quarantine: 

36373  Brucellosis 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Animal  and  poultry  import  restrictions: 

36397  Canadian  and  Mexican  border  ports;  deletion  of 

designated  ports,  etc. 

Army  Department 

RULES 

36386  Privacy  Act;  implementation;  correction 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

36447  Army  Science  Board 

Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handicapped, 
Committee  for  Purchase  From 

NOTICES 

36445,  Procurement  list,  1979;  additions  and  deletions 
36446  (2  documents) 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

36440  Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity; 
applications 

Hearings,  etc.; 

36441  Ontario,  Calif.,  route  authority 

36441  Philadelphia/Los  Angeles,  Ontario,  Long  Beach, 

etc.  nonstop  route  authority 
36581  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 


Civil  Jlights  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  State  advisory  committees: 

36441  Louisiana 

Commerce  Department 

See  Industry  and  Trade  Administration;  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

RULES 

Loan  and  purchase  programs: 

36361  Sugar 

Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 

NOTICES 

36581  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Consumer  Prochict  Safety  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

36446  Product  Safety  Advisory  Council 

Customs  Service 

RULES 

Air  commerce:  vessels  in  foreign  and  domestic 
trade,  etc.: 

36376  Customs  and  navigation  laws,  violations:  fines, 

penalties,  forfeitures,  and  liquidation  damages; 
correction 

Defense  Department 

See  Army  Department. 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

36450  Wyatt,  Inc. 

Decisions  and  orders: 

36448  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  city  of;  market  prices  for 
incremental  crude  oil 
Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use: 

36462  Detroit  Edison.;  Greenwood  Energy  Center  Unit 

No.  1;  classification  as  existing  facility 
36462  Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Martin  Unit  No.  2; 
classification  as  existing  facility 
Remedial  orders: 

36448  Inexco  Oil  Co. 

Education  Office 

PROPOSED  RULES 

36908  Ethnic  heritage  studies  program;  clarification  and 
simplification,  etc. 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Comprehensive  Employment  and  Training  Act 
programs:  . 

36410  Sectarian  activities;  republication 


IV 
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36504 

36495 

36494 

36495 

36660 


36448 

36437 

36434 

36435 
36437 

36469 

36468 

36468 

36469 

36432 

36581, 

36582 

36890 


NOTICES 

Comprehensive  Employment  and  Training  Act 
Programs: 

Displaced  homemakers  program;  training  and 
employment  opportunities 
Summer  youth  employment  program  (SYEP); 
prime  sponsor  allocations  • 

Environmental  statements:  Job  Corp  Centers; 
availability,  etc.: 

Divine  Heart  Seminary.  Donaldson.  Ind. 

Meetings: 

Unemployment  Insurance  Federal  Advisory 
Committee;  agenda 

Employment  Standards  Administration 
NOTICES 

Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and  federally-assisted 
construction;  general  wage  determination  decisions, 
modifications,  and  supersedeas  decisions  (Ala.. 
D.C..  Ill..  Ind..  Ky..  Mich..  Minn..  Miss..  Nev..  N.J.. 
Ohio.  Pa..  Tex..  Va.  and  W.  Va.) 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory  Administration: 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission:  Hearings 
and  Appeals  Office.  Energy  Department. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

National  Petroleum  Council 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  programs;  assessment  and  collection  of 
noncompliance  penalties;  extension  of  time 
Air  quality  control  regions:  criteria  and  control 
techniques: 

Nevada;  redesignation 
Air  quality  implementation  plans:  delayed 
compliance  orders: 

Ohio 

Water  pollution  control: 

Judicial  review  imder  the  Clean  Water  Act — 
forum  shopping;  conunencing  period 
NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

Agency  statements;  weekly  receipts 
Pesticide  registration,  cancellation,  etc.: 

Hereon*  luretape  with  disparlure 
Stemtrol  liquid  concentrate 
Pesticides;  tolerancesnn  animal  feeds  and  human 
food: 

Amchem  Products.  Inc.  (2  documents] 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Procedural  regulations: 

Charges  deferred  to  appropriate  State  and  local 
agencies;  designated  706  agencies 
NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 


Farmers  Home  Administration 

RULES 

Housing: 

Technical  and  supervisory  assistance  grants 


NOTICES 

36905  Technical  and  supervisory  assistance  grants:  1979 
FY  allocation 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

RULES 

Radio  broadcasting; 

36386  Reregulation  of  radio  and  television 
broadcasting;  list  of  FCC  policies 
NOTICES 

36582  Meetings:  Sxmshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 
NOTICES 

36582  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Administration 

NOTICES 

Disaster  areas; . 

36493  Mississippi 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

RULES 

Flood  instance;  special  hazard  areas: 

36383  Ohio  et  al. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Flood  elevation  determinations: 

36427,  Arizona  (2  dociunents) 

36429 

36429  Florida 

36423  Georgia 

36423  Illinois;  correction 

36422  Indiana;  correction 

36426  Kentucky 

36426  Louisiana 

36429  Massachusetts;  correction 

36428  Minnesota 

36430  Nebraska  ' 

36422  New  York 

36430  Ohio 

36427,  Oklahoma  (2  documents) 

36431  . 

36422,  Pennsylvania  (2  documents) 

36425 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
NOTICES 

36583  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

RULES 

36383  State  highway  agencies;  recordkeeping 

requirements  for  Federal-aid  highway  records; 
correction 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Federal  home  loan  bank  system,  etc.: 

36398  Reporting  requirements  reduction 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

NOTICES 

36583  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Federal  Reserve  System 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Fair  credit  opportunity  (Regulation  B): 

36398  Credit  scoring  application:  extension  of  time 
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36473 

36474 

36474 

36475 
36475 
36473 
36475 
36583 


36410 


36583, 

36584 


36381 

36380 

36381 

36378 

36377 


36421 


36411 

36411 

36415 

36416 
36477 


36421 


36476 

36479 


36475 

36479 

36478 

36478 


36478 
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NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

B&E  Holding  Co.,  Inc. 

First  City  Bancorporation  of  Texas,  Inc. 
First  International  Bancshares,  Inc. 
Goldthwaite  Bancshares,  Inc. 

LSR  Services,  Inc. 

Maryland  National  Corp.  et  al. 

W.B.P.  Inc. 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 


Federal  Trade  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Appliances,  consumer;  labeling  and  advertising; 

oral  presentation  schedule 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 

RULES 

Animal  drugs,  feeds*  and  related  products: 

Flunixin  meglumine  granules 
Pyrantel  pamoate  suspension 
Biological  products: 

Hepatitus  B  surface  antigen;  standards 
Human  drugs: 

Daytime  sedatives,  over-the-counter 
Orange  juice  and  concentrated  orange  juioe  with 
preservative:  identity  standards 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related  products: 

Records  and  reports  on  new  animal  drugs  and 
antibiotics  approved  before  June  20, 1963; 
correction 
Color  additives: 

Lakes  of  color  additives;  advance  notice 
Lakes  of  color  additives:  termination  of  proposal 
GRAS  or  prior-sanctioned  ingredients: 

Acetic  acid,  ammonium  acetate,  sodium  acetate, 
and  sodium  diacetate;  correction 
Whey,  whey  products,  and  hydrogen  peroxide 
NOTICES 

GRAS  review;  food  ingredients;  hearing  on 

ascorbates 

Human  drugs: 

Over-the-counter  drugs;  vitamin  and  mineral 
products;  monograph  establishment;  extension  of 
time 

Estrogens  widi  meprobamate:  efficacy  study 
implementation;  reevaluation 
Paperavine  or  ethaverine,  etc.;  evaluation  and 
extension  of  time 
Meetings: 

Advisory  committees,  panels,  etc.  . 

Committee  to  Study  the  Human  Health  Effects  of 
Subtherapeutic  Antibiotic  Use  in  Animal  Feeds 
MIT  Nitrite  Chronic  Toxicity  studies;  correction 
Shellfish  safety;  memorandum  of  understanding 
with  Iceland;  correction 
X-ray  systems;  approvals  and  extensions  of 
variance: 

Siemens  Corp. 


Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Child  nutrition  programs: 

36396  Meals  and  free  milk  in  schools;  eligibility 
criteria;  extension  of  time 
Food  distribution;  donation  for  U.S.  and  territories, 
etc.: 

36396  Revision  and  republication  of  regulations: 
advance  notice 
NOTICES 

Child  nutrition  programs: 

36439  Income  pove^  guidelines;  eligibility  for  free  and 
reduced-price  meals  and  milk;  correction 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 

RULES 

36363  Peaches,  canned  freestone;  grade  standards 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

See  also  Education  Office;  Food  and  Drug 
Administration:  Public  Health  Service;  Social 
Secmrity  Administration. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

36482  Postsecondary  Education  Improvement  Fund 
Board  of  Advisors 

Hearing  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception: 

36463  Cases  filed 

36449*  Decisions  and  orders  (6  doownenls) 

36465 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 

See  also  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 

'  PROPOSED  RULES 
Low  income  housing: 

36698  Fair  market  rents  and  contract  rents  automatic 

annual  adjustment  factors  (Sections  8  and  23) 

Industry  and  Trade  Administration 

RULES 

Export  licensing: 

36375  Petroleum  coke;  short  supply  controls;  validated 
licensing  requirements  removal 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

36444  Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 

Committee 

36441  Motor  vehicle  manufacturers,  bona  fide;  list 

Interior  Department 

See  Land  Management  Bureau:  National  Park 
Service;  Surface  Mining  Office. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

RULES 

Motor  carriers: 

36389  Operating  rights  transfer 

NOTICES  '' 

36533  Hearing  assignments 
Motor  carriers: 

36540-  Permanent  authority  applications  (4  documents) 
36553 


VI 
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36535,  Temporary  authority  applications  (2  documents) 
36578 

36556  Petitions,  applications,  finance  matters  (including 
tenqwrary  authorities),  railroad  abandonments, 
alternate  route  deviation  and  intrastate 
applications. 

Rail  carriers: 

36534  Freight  car  demurrage;  increased  nationwide 
charges 

Railroad  operation,  acquisition,  construction,  etc.: 
36578  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Co. 

Labor  Department 

See  also  Employment  and  Training  Administration; 
Employment  Standards  Administration;  Mine 
,  Safety  and  Health  Administration;  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration;  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office. 

NOTICES 

Adjustment  assistance: 

36506  Adriana  Coat  et  aL 

36509  Amboy  Knits,  Inc. 

36510  Atlantic  Products  Corp. 

36510  Atomic  Textile  Co.,  Inc. 

36511  A.Ti*.  Processing,  Ltd. 

36511  Beth-Elkhom  Coal  Corp. 

36512  Black  Diamond  Service  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al. 

36512  Carla  Leather,  Inc. 

36513  CMM,  Inc. 

36513  Going  on  Sportswear,  Inc. 

36514  Interstate  Mining  Co. 

36514  Kim  Michaels,  Inc. 

36514  Lee-Norse  Co. 

36515  Monclo  Mining  Co. 

36515  Olga  Coal  Co. 

36515  Perennial  Print  Corp. 

36516  Seal  Tanning  Co. 

36516  Specialty  Leather  Goods  Co.,  Inc. 

36516  liieber,  Inc. 

36517  Victory  Clothes  Co.,  Inc. 

36517  Wiley  Manufacturing  Co. 

Land  Management  Bureau 
RULES 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  leasing: 

36366  Production  statements;  extension  of  filing  time 

NOTICES 

Wilderness  areas;  characteristics,  inventories,  etc.: 
36493  Nevada 

MHne  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
RULES 

Metal  and  nonmetallic  mine  safety: 

36385  Potable  water,  silica  dust,  asbestos  dust, 'toxic 
'  substances,  etc.;  correction 

NOTICES 

Petitions  for  mandatory  safety  standard 
modifications: 

36504  Bethlehem  Mines  Corp. 

36505  Bishop  Coal  Co.  (2  documents) 

36505  Dominion  Coal  Corp. 

36506  Itmann  Coal  Co. 

36506  McCoy  Elkhom  Coal  Corp. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 

RULES 

36386  Procurement;  correction  (2.  documents) 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

RULES 

Fishery  conservation  and  management 
36393  •  Surf  clam  and  ocean  quahog  fisheries 

Tuna  fisheries: 

36393  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  . 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

36445  Caribbean  Fishery  Management  Council 

36445  South  Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council 

National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

36493  Valley  Forge  National  Historic  Park;  public 
transportation  programs 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

36520  Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New  York,  Inc. 

36520  Duquesne  Light  Co.,  et  al. 

36521  Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Co.,  et  aL 

36521  International  Atcunic  Energy  Agency  Draft  Safety 
Guide  (2  documents) 

36522  Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light  Co. 

36522  Radiation  Technology,  Inc. 

36522  Toledo  Edison  Co.,  et  al. 

36522,  Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Co.  (2  documents) 

36523 

Meetings: 

36519,  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee  (2 
36526  documents) 

Rulemaking  petitions: 

36523  Public  Interest  Research  Group,  et  al. 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

RULES 

State  plans;  development,  enforcement,  etc.: 

36384  California 

NOTICES 

State  plans:  development,  enforcement,  etc.; 

36506  Oregon 

Pension  Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Improving  Government  regulations: 

36433  Regulatory  agenda 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Reporting  and  disclosure  requirements: 

36862  Health  maintenance  organizations;  limited  relief 

fi'om  requirements 

36432  Insurance  company  financial  reports:  filing  upon 

request 
NOTICES 

Employee  benefit  plans: 

36518  Annual  retum/report  forms;  schedule  A 

insurance  information:  proposed  revision 

Postal  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Postal  Service  Manual: 

36434  Express  mail  metro  service;  additional 
metropolitan  areas 
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Public  Health  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Health  maintenance  organizations: 

36864  Information  disclosure  requirements 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

NOTICES 

Loan  guarantees  proposed: 

36439  Arkansas  Electric  Cooperative  Corp. 

36439  Cooperative  Power  Association 

36439  Com  Belt  Power  Cooperative 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

36912  National  market  system  securities:  designation 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

36526  American  Can  Co. 

36527  Central  &  South  West  Corp.  et  al. 

36529  Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Co. 

36530  Minneapolis  Shareholders  Co. 

36564  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicabiHty  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

7  CFR  Parts  722, 728, 775 

Feed  Grain,  Upland  Cotton,  and  Wheat 
Programs;  Miscellaneous  Deletions  of 
Certain  Regulations 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture. 
action:  Final  rule. 


summary:  The  purpose  of  this  document 
is  to  delete  from  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  certain  regulations 
concerning  the  feed  grain,  upland  cotton, 
and  wheat  programs  which  are  no 
longer  required  and  were  suspended  for 
1978  and  later  crop  years  by  ^e 
provisions  of  7  CHI  Part  713.  Any 
obligation  or  liability  inoured,  or  any 
rights  retained  or  accrued  under  these 
regulations  are  not  affected  by  their 
deletion. 

EFFECTIVE  date:  June  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACTT 

Charles  J.  Riley,  Production  Adjustment 
Division,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  P.O.  Box 
2415,  Washington,  D.C.  20013  (202)  447> 
7633. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  purpose  of  this 
dociunent  is  to  delete  from  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  certain  regulations 
.  which  are  no  longer  applicable  to  the 
1978  and  subsequent  crops  of  upland 
cotton,  wheat  and  feed  grains,  it  has 
been  determined  that  it  is  impractical 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest  to 
comply  with  the  public  rulemaking 
requirement  of  5  USC  553  and  Executive 
O^er  12044. 


Final  Rule 

Accordingly,  the  following  regulations 
as  provided  for  in  7  CFR  are  hereby 
deleted: 

PART  722— COTTON 

§s  722.401  through  722.423  [Deletedl 
$§722,463  through  722.468  [DMetod] 

S  722.563  [Deleted  and  Reeerved] 

S§  722J01  throui^  722.819  [Deleted] 

In  Part  722— Cotton,  Subpart— Base 
Acreage  Allotments  for  1974  and 
succeeding  Crops  of  Upland  Cotton 
(722.401  tlnough  722.423);  Subpart — ^1977 
Crop  of  Upland  Cotton,  Base  Acreage 
Allotments  (722.463  through  722.468); 
and  Subpart — ^Upland  Cotton  Program 
for  1974  and  Succeeding  Crops  (722.801 
through  722.819)  are  deleted.  Section 
722.563,  County  Reserves  for  the  1973 
crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton  is 
deleted  and  reserved. 

PART  728— WHEAT 

$$  728.1  through  728.25, 728.301,  and 
728.302  [Deleted] 

In  Part  728 — ^Wheat,  Subpart — 
Regulations  pertaining  to  Wheat 
Program  for  Crop  Years  1975-1977  and 
1978  Crop  of  WheaL  Acreage  Allotments 
and  Marketing  Quotas  (728.1  through 
728.25, 728.301,  and  728.302)  are  deleted. 

PART  775— FEED  GRAINS 

§§  775.1  through  775.25  [Deleted] 

In  Part  775 — ^Feed  Grains,  Subpart — 
Regulations  pertaining  to  Feed  Grain 
Program  for  Crop  Years  1975-1977  (775.1 
through  775.25)  are  deleted. 

Note. — ^This  document  has  been 
determined  not  significant  under  the  USOA 
criteria  implementing  Executive  Order  12044. 
(Sec.  103,  84  Stat.  1374,  7  U.S.C.  1444;  sec.  107, 
84  Stat  1358,  87  Stat  230,  87  Stat  944,  7 
U.S.C.  1441;  sea  107, 84  Stat  1359, 87;  224,  87 
Stat.  944,  7  U.S.C  1445a;  secs.  103,  344a,  375, 
52  Stat  38,  59  Stat  1197,  7  U.S.C  1301, 1350.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  June  13, 
1979. 

Ray  Fitzgerald, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19a«3  FUmI  S-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3410-0S-M 


7  CFR  Part  725 

[Arndt  12] 

Flue-Cured  Tobacco;  1978-79  Average 
Market  Price  and  1979-80  Penalty  Rate 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

action:  Final  rule.  ' 

summary:  This  rule  contains  the 
average  market  price  received  by 
producers  for  the  1978-79  marketings 
and  the  penalty  rate  for  excess  tobacco 
for  the  1979-80  marketing  year.  The 
penalty  rate  is  75  percent  of  the  previous 
year  market  average,  as  required  by 
Section  314  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Raymond  S.  Fleming,  Production 
Adjustment  Division,  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service, 
USDA,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington,  D.C 
20013,  (202)  447-7935. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Since  the 
1978-79  average  market  price  producers 
received  for  due-cured  tobacco  and  the 
rate  of  penalty  reflect  mathematical 
computations  rather  than  substantive 
changes,  I  have  determined  that 
compliance  with  the  public  rulemaking 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  and  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  12044  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest.  Therefore,  this  amendment 
shall  become  effective  upon  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Final  Rule 

Accordingly,  7  CFR  Part  725  is 
amended  by  revising  section  725.92(b)  to 
read  as  follows: 

$  725.92  Rate  of  Penalty. 
***** 

(b)(1)  Average  market  price.  The 
average  market  prices  as  determined  by 
the  Crop  Reporting  Board  for  the 
marketing  years  specified  were; 

Avarag*  Market  Pitea 


Cents 

P« 

pound 

Maitieting  year: 

1072-7S  . 

.  flsa 

1973-74 . . . . . . 

M  1 

1974-75-  . 

_  105.0 

1975-76— . . . 

-  99.8 
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Cants 

pound 

.  -  110.4 

ia77-7&  . - . 

.  117.6 

lOTfUTQ 

. . .  135.0 

(2)  Rate  of  penalty  per  pound.  The 
penalty  per  pound  for  marketings  of 
excess  tobacco  subject  to  marketing 
quotas  during'the  marketing  years 
specified  shall  be: 

Rata  of  Panalty 


Cents 

pound 


Martieling  year 


1973- 74  _  64 

1974- 75 _  66 

1975- 76 _ 79 

1976- 77 _  75 

1977- 76  _  83 

1976-79 _  68 

1979-60 _  101 


(Sec.  301.  313,  314,  316,  317,  363,  372-375,  377, 
378,  52  Stat  38,  as  amended,  47,  as  amended, 
48,  as  amended,  75  StaL  469,  as  amended,  79 
StaL  66,  52  Stat.  63,  as  amended,  65-66,  as 
amended,  72  Stat.  995;  sec.  401. 63  Stat.  1505, 
as  amended  sea  106, 122, 125,  70  StaL  191, 
195, 198,  as  amended,  sea  16(e)  76  StaL  606  (7 
U.S.C.  1301, 1313, 1314, 1314b,  1314a  1363, 
1372-1375, 1377, 1378, 1421, 1813, 1824, 1836) 
(16  U.S.C.  590  p(e))) 

Note. — ^This  regulation  has  been 
determined  not  signihcant  under  USDA 
criteria  implementing  Executive  Order  12044. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  12, 
1979. 

Ray  Fitzgerald, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Stabilizaton  and 
Conservation  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  79-1911S  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-OS-W 


7  CFR  Part  760 
[Arndt  1] 

Dairy  Indemnity  Payment  Program 
(1977-1981) 

agency:  Agriculttu'al  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 


summary:  The  purpose  of  this  rule  is  to 
amend  the  Dairy  Indemnity  Payment 
Program  Regulations  to  (1)  simplify  the 
procedure  for  calculating  dairy 
indemnity  payments;  (2)  clarify  the 
requirements  for  determining  whether 
an  affected  producer  has  other  legal 
recourse;  (3)  cover  cases  of  “double 
indemnity:”  (4)  clarify  the  requirements 
for  submission  of  information  to 


accompany  a  claim;  and  (5)  notify  dairy 
farmers  and  manufacturers  of  dairy 
products  that  funds  for  making 
indemnity  payments  for  claims  filed 
after  the  date  of  this  amendment  may 
not  be  available. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gerald  Schiermeyer,  Emergency  and 
Indemnity  Programs  Division,  ASCS, 
USDA,  Room  4095,  South  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20013,  Telephone: 

(202)  447-4428. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  The 

proposed  rules  for  amending  the  Dairy 
Indemnity  Payment  Program  Regulations 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  March  30, 1979  (44  FR  18978)  and 
interested  persons  were  invited  to 
submit  comments  on  the  proposal  by 
May  29, 1979.  No  written  comments 
were  received.  The  proposed  rules  as 
published  (with  minor  clerical  changes) 
are  being  adopted  in  the  final 
amendment 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
proposed  rule,  it  became  apparent  that 
unless  further  appropriations  are  made 
for  this  program,  sufficient  funds  may 
not  be  available  to  make  indemnity 
payments  to  dairy  farmers  and 
manufacturers  of  dairy  products. 
Executive  Order  12044  (43  FR  12661, 
March  24, 1978)  requires  at  least  60  days 
public  comment  on  proposed  significant 
regulations  except  where  the  Agency 
determines  that  this  is  not  possible  or 
not  in  the  best  interests  of  producers. 

Since  the  availability  of  funds  is  not  a 
subject  that  lends  itself  to  public 
comment,  I  have  determined  that 
compliance  with  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  public  procedure 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  and  the 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044 
is  contrary  to  public  interest. 
Accordingly,  §  760.33,  concerning  the 
availability  of  funds,  is  added  without 
compliance  with  such  procedure  and 
requirements. 

Final  Rule 

Accordingly,  7  CFR  Part  760, 

Subpart — ^Dairy  Indemnity  Payment 
Program  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  Section  760.2  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (u): 

$760.2  Definitions. 
***** 

(u)  “Base  period”  means  the  calendar 
month  or  4-week  period  inunediately 
preceding  removal  of  milk  fi-om  the 
market. 

2.  Section  760.4  is  amended  by 
deleting  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  and 
adding  new  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c): 


S  760.4  Normal  marketings  of  milk. 

•  •  *  •  ‘  * 

(b)  Normal  marketings  for  each  pay 
period  are  based  on  the  average  daily 
production  diu'ing  the  base  period. 

(c)  Normal  marketings  determined  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  are 
adjusted  for  any  change  in  the  daily 
average  number  of  cows  milked  during 
each  pay  period  the  milk  is  off  the 
market  compared  with  the  average 
number  of  cows  milked  daily  during  the 
base  period. 

3.  Section  760.6  is  amended  by 
deleting  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  and  (j)  and 
adding  new  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  and  (j). 

$  760.6  Information  to  be  furnished. 

The  affected  farmer  shall  furnish  to 
the  county  committee  complete  and 
accmate  information  sufficient  to  enable 
the  county  committee  or  the  Deputy 
Administrator  to  make  the 
determinations  required  in  this  subpart. 
Such  information  shall  include,  but  is 
not  limited  to: 

***** 

(c)  The  quantity  and  butterfat  test  of 
whole  milk  produced  and  marketed 
during  the  base  period.  This  information 
must  be  a  certified  statement  from  the 
affected  farmer’s  milk  handler  or  any 
other  evidence  the  county  committee 
accepts  as  an  accurate  record  of  milk 
production  and  butterfat  tests  during  the 
base  period. 

(d)  The  average  number  of  cows 
milked  during  the  base  period  and 
during  each  pay  period  in  the 
application. 

***** 

(j)  Such  other  information  as  the 
county  committee  may  request  to  enable 
the  county  conunittee  or  the  Deputy 
Administrator  to  make  the 
determinations  required  in  this  subpart. 

4.  Section  760.9  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  760.9  Other  legal  recourse. 

(a)  No  indemnity  payment  shall  be 
made  for  contaminated  milk  resulting 
from  residues  of  chemicals  or  toxic 
substances  if,  within  30  days  after 
receiving  a  completed  application,  the 
Deputy  Administrator  determines  that 
other  legal  recourse  is  available  to  the 
farmer.  An  application  shall  not  be 
deemed  complete  unless  it  contains  all 
information  necessary  to  make  a 
determination  as  to  whether  other  legal 
recourse  is  available  to  the  farmer. 
However,  notwithstanding  such  a 
determination,  the  Deputy 
Administrator  may  reopen  the  case  at  a 
later  date  and  make  a  new 
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determination  on  the  merits  of  the  case 
as  may  be  just  and  equitable. 

(b)  In  the  event  that  a  farmer  receives 
an  indemnity  payment  under  this 
subpart,  and  such  farmer  is  later 
compensated  for  the  same  loss  by  the 
person  (or  the  representative  or 
successor  in  interest  of  such  person) 
responsible  for  such  loss,  the  indemnity 
payment  shall  be  refunded  by  the  farmer 
to  the  Department  of  Agriculture: 
Provided,  that  the  amount  of  such  refund 
shall  not  exceed  the  amount  of  other 
compensation  received  by  the  farmer. 

5.  A  new  §  760.33  effective  for  fiscal 
1979  and  subsequent  years  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  760.33  Availability  of  funds. 

Payment  of  indemnity  claims  filed 
after  June  22, 1979,  will  be  contingent 
upon  availability  of  funds  to  the 
Department  to  pay  such  claims. 

(Sec.  1,  2,  3,  Pub.  L  90-484,  Slat  750,  as 
amended;  sea  204,  Pub.  L.  91-524,  84  Stat. 
1361;  sec.  5,  Pub.  L.  93-86,  87  Stat.  223;  sec. 
205,  Pub.  L.  95-113,  91  Stat.  920  (7  U.S.C.  450  j, 

k.  1).) 

Note. — This  regulation  has  been 
determined  to  be  not  significant  under  the 
USDA  criteria  implementing  Executive  Order 
12044.  An  approved  impact  analysis  on  the 
program  regulations  is  available  from  the 
Emergency  and  Indemnity  Programs  Division, 
Room  4095,  South  Building,  ASCS,  USDA 
Washington,  D.C.  20013. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  12, 
1979. 

.  Ray  Fitzgerald, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19110  Filed  e-21-79:  a45  am| 

BILUNQ  CODE  SdlO-OS-M 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  910 

[Lemon  Regulation  204] 

Lemons  Grown  in  California  and 
Arizona;  Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizona 
lemons  that  may  be  shipped  to  market 
during  the  period  June  24-30, 1979.  Such 
action  is  needed  to  provide  for  orderly 
marketing  of  fresh  lemons  for  this  period 
due  to  the  marketing  situation 
confronting  the  lemon  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  24, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Malvin  E.  McGaha,  202-447-5975. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  regulation  is  issued  under  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910),xegulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  The  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  and  upon  other  information. 
It  is  hereby  found  that  this  action  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act  This  regulation  has  not  been 
determined  significant  under  the  USDA 
criteria  for  implementing  Executive 
Order  12044. 

The  committee  met  on  June  19, 1979, 
to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  and  odier  factors  affecting 
the  need  for  regulation  and 
recommended  a  quantity  of  lemons 
deemed  advisable  to  be  handled  during 
the  specified  week.  The  committee 
reports  the  demand  for  lemons 
continues  good. 

It  is  further  found  that  its  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  die  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553],  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  and  the  effective 
date  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act.  Interested 
persons  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  on  the 
regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

§  910.504  Lemon  Regulation  204. 

Order,  (a]  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  June 
24, 1979,  through  Jime  30, 1979,  is 
established  at  330,000  cartons. 

(bj  As  used  in  this  section,  "handled" 
and  "carton(s]"  mean  the  same  as 
defined  in  the  marketing  order. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
6Q1-674] 

Dated:  June  20, 1979. 

D.  S.  Kurylosld, 

Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Se.'vice. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19728  Fitod  9-21-79: 11:06  am| 

MIXING  CODE  3401-02-M 


7  CFR  Part  991 

Handling  of  Hops  of  Domestic 
Production;  Amendment  of 
Administrative  Rules  and  Regulations 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-17329  appearing  at  page 
32194  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  June  5, 
1979,  make  the  following  corrections: 

(1]  On  page  32195,  in  the  first  column, 
in  §  991.138(dJ(2],  in  the  5th  line, 
substitute  the  word  “application"  for  the 
word  "applicant”. 

(2]  On  page  32195,  in  the  middle 
column,  in  §  991.138(e],  in  the  4th  line 
from  the  top  of  the  page,  insert  the  word 
“allotment”  after  the  word  “additional”. 

BILLING  CODE  1S09-01-M 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

[Arndt.  5] 

7  CFR  Part  1435 

Relocating  1978  Crop  Loan  Sugar, 
Transportation  Reimbursement 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  sets  forth  the  terms 
and  conditions  under  which  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  (CCCJ 
will  reimburse  processors  for  the 
transportation  cost  incurred  in 
relocating  1978  crop  loan  sugar  to 
alternate  storage  sites  when  the  present 
storage  space  is  needed  for  new  crop 
sugar.  CCC  will  pay  transportation  costs 
only  with  respect  to  that  quantity  which 
the  processor  intends  to  forfeit  to  CCC 
upon  maturity  of  the  loan. 

Considerable  quantities  of  1978  crop 
sugar  under  CCC  loan  were  stored  in 
warehouses  situated  to  receive  sugar  as 
it  is  processed.  This  space  is  needed  for 
the  storage  of  1979  crop  sugar.  Since 
loans  will  not  mature  until  after  the 
beginning  of  the  1979  crop  harvesL 
CCC's  obligation  to  move  forfeited  sugar 
will  not  occur  in  time  for  the  space 
involved  to  be  made  available  for  the 
new  crop. 

This  action  will  enhance  the  ability  of 
processors  to  free  storage  space  needed 
for  the  1979  crop  by  CCC  paying,  in 
advance  of  loan  maturity,  substantial 
part  of  the  cost  of  relocating  1978  crop 
loan  sugar.  Since  processors  will  only  be 
reimbursed  for  the  transportation  cost 
incurred  in  relocating  sugar  intended  for 
forfeiture  at  loan  maturity,  CCC  will  not 
incur  additional  expenses  to  those 
which  would  normally  be  incurred  upon 
maturity  of  the  price  support  loans.  This 
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rule  will  authorize  reimbursement  for 
transportation  expenses  incurred  with 
respect  to  1978  crop  loan  sugar  relocated 
not  earlier  than  60  days  before  the 
normal  beginning  of  harvest  of  the  1979 
crop,  whi(^  60-day  period  began  in 
some  areas  prior  to  January  1979. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  June  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Laurence  E.  Ackland,  ASCS,  PSD  (202- 
447-5647),  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington, 
D.C.  20013. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
902  of  the  Food  and  Agriculture  Act  of 

1977  (Pub.  L  95-113,  91  Stat  949, 
effective  October  1, 1977)  amended 
Section  201  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949  to  provide  that  the  price  of  the  1977 
and  1978  crops  of  siigarbeets  and 
sugarcane  shall  be  supported  through 
loans  or  purchases  with  respect  to  the 
processed  products  thereof. 

A  final  rule  implementing  a  price 
support  loan  program  for  the  1978  crop 
of  sugarbeets  and  sugarcane  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  7. 1978  (43  FR  24663).  Amendments 
to  the  1978  crop  program  were  published 
on  August  23, 1978  (43  FR  37419),  on 
August  30, 1978  (43  FR  38686),  on 
October  30, 1978  (43  FR  50410),  and  on 
February  15, 1979  (44  FR  9733). 

Under  the  1977  crop  price  support 
loan  program,  relocation  reimbursement 
was  provided  for  loan  siigar  which 
occupied  storage  space  needed  for  the 

1978  crop.  The  1977  crop  relocation 
provision  was  adopted  in  response  to 
the  needs  of  several  mainland  sugarcane 
processors  who  in  the  fall  of  1978 
experienced  the  same  problem 
sugarcane  processors  in  domestic 
offshore  producing  areas,  partictdarly 
Puerto  Rico,  recently  faced.  Harvest  of 
the  1979  crop  in  those  areas  began  in 
January  1979  and  on-site  storage  space 
was  occupied  by  1978  crop  sugar  under 
loan. 

Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican 
processors  did  not  participate  in  the 

1977  crop  loan  program,  and  sugarbeet 
processors  had  redeemed  enou^  of 
their  quantities  under  loan  by  October 

1978  that  they  did  not  need  to  make  use 
of  the  1977  crop  relocation  provision. 

For  the  1978  crop,  however,  quantities  of 
sugar  in  storage  and  under  loan  in 
Puerto  Rico,  and  possibly  in  Hawaii, 
created  an  imme^ate  space  availability 
problem  for  the  1979  crop.  A  need  is  also 
anticipated  later  this  year  within  most 
other  domestic  producing  areas  because 
the  total  quantity  of  1978  crop  sugar 
placed  under  loan  is  expected  to  be 
about  twice  that  of  the  1977  crop. 


Because  of  this  storage  situation  and 
in  response  to  a  specific  request 
expressed  by  the  sugar  industry  in 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Secretary  of  A^^culture 
gave  notice  on  February  16, 1979  (44  FR 
10069)  that  he  was  considering  a 
proposal  to  reimburse  processors  for  the 
cost  of  relocating  certain  1978  crop  sugar 
under  CCC  price  support  loan. 

Although  the  proposed  rule  was  very 
similar  to  the  final  relocation 
reimbursement  regulations  implemented 
for  1977  crop  loans,  three  significant 
differences  existed: 

(1)  Fixed  rates  for  reimbursement  of 
the  loading-out  and  loading-in  portion  of 
relocation  expense  would  be 
established.  Such  expenses  for  the  1977 
crop  were  reimbursed  on  an  “actual” 
basis.  This  proved  to  be  difficult  and 
time-consuming  because  of  the  need  to 
determine  the  ^rect  relationship  to 
loading-out  and  loading-in  of  a  variety 
of  bills  submitted. 

(2)  Refund  of  relocation 
reimbursement  would  be  required  if 
sugar  less  favorably  located  in  relation 
to  normal  markets  was  substituted  for 
sugar  relocated  at  CCC  expense. 

(3)  Because  1978  crop  relocation 
reimbursement  would  be  offered  earlier 
in  the  “loan  year”  than  was  done  for  the 
1977  crop,  reimbursement  would  not  be 
permitted  for  relocation  made  earlier 
than  60  days  before  the  normal 
beginning  of  harvest  of  the  1979  crop  for 
wUch  the  storage  space  is  needed. 

Respondents  were  asked  to  give 
careful  consideration  to  all  aspects  of 
the  proposal  and  to  provide  cost  data 
which  would  be  useful  in  establishing 
fixed  loading-out  and  loading-in  rates. 

Thirteen  processors  (10  sxigarcane  and 
3  sugarbeet)  responded.  Comments  were 
also  received  from  the  Florida  Sugar 
Marketing  and  Terminal  Association 
(which  represents  5  of  the  6  Florida 
processors);  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League  (wUch  represents  Louisiana 
processors  and  producers);  two  State 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Committees  (Florida  and 
Louisiana);  the  United  States  Cane 
Sugar  Refiners*  Association;  and  one 
major  commercial  sugar  user  who  is  also 
a  cane  sugar  refiner  ^rden  Foods).  All 
of  the  respondents  except  the  Cane 
Refiners'  Association  favored  the 
proposal  or  expressed  no  specific 
objections. 

The  rationale  of  the  single  opposing 
comment  was  that  relocation 
reimbursement  would  encourage 
forfeiture  and  tend  to  keep  sugar  out  of 
the  marketplace.  A  secondary  position 
was  that  if  relocation  reimbursement  is 
provided  despite  this  opposition,  such 
relocation  should  not  be  permitted 


beyond  50  to  100  miles  so  that  sugar 
could  not  be  channelled  from  one 
traditional  market  to  an  entirely 
different  part  of  the  country. 

Most  of  those  who  responded 
favorably  to  the  proposed  rule 
nevertheless  recommended  changes. 
Considerable  documentation  was 
offered  to  show  that  the  proposed  “60 
days  prior  to  harvest”  limitation  would 
not  aUpw  enough  time  to  effect 
necessary  relocation.  Of  the  8 
respondents  who  made  this  observation, 
7  recommended  a  120-day  time  period. 

Two  respondents  felt  that  sugar 
forfeited  to  CCC  should  automatically 
qualify  for  prior  costs  incurred  in 
moving  sudi  sugar  fi^m  normal  factory 
storage  to  other  locations. 

Two  beet  sugar  processors  asserted 
that,  because  facilities  for  bulk  storage 
are  limited  to  factory  locations,  any  beet 
sugar  which  is  relocated  would  have  to 
be  bagged  sugar.  They  felt  that  the  cost 
of  bagging  should  therefore  qualify  for 
relocation  reimbursement 

Two  respondents  requested  that 
consideration  be  given  to  the  idea  that 
loan  sugar  be  relocated  to  refinery 
storage.  The  refiner  would  be  permitted 
to  rotate  stocks,  thus  giving  CCC  newer 
sugar  in  the  event  of  forfeitures  but 
guaranteeing  that  an  equivalent  quantity 
of  sugar  (raw  and/or  refined)  would  be 
maintained  at  all  times. 

While  10  respondents  submitted  at 
least  some  data  on  loading-out  and 
loading-in  costs,  only  two  agreed  that 
fixed  rates  should  be  established.  Five 
respondents  recommended  that 
reimbursement  be  made  for  actual  costs. 

Ranges  of  costs  for  loading-out  and 
loading-in  (combined),  including  an 
actual  negotiated  cost  previously 
reported  by  the  Florida  State  ASCS 
Office  for  movement  of  forfeited  raw 
cane  sugar  were: 

Raw  cane  sugar,  bulk  (per  cwt.>— .108  to.  450. 
Refined  beet  sugar,  bulk  (per  cwt.) — .144 

(only  one  report). 

Refined  beet  sugar,  bagged  (per  cwt.) — .30  to 

.3a 

After  careful  consideration  of  all 
comments  and  all  other  information 
available,  it  has  been  determined  that 
no  reimbursement  should  be  made  for 
the  loading-out  and  loading-in  portion  of 
relocation  expenses.  Because  of  the 
limited  cost  data  submitted  and  the 
wide  variation  therein,  an  inadequate 
basis  exists  for  establishing  fixed 
reimbursement  rates  for  those 
operations.  The  only  other  way  of 
reimbursing  processors  for  loading-out 
and  loading-in  costs  would  be  on  an 
actual  expense  basis,  as  was  done  for 
the  1977  crop.  The  Department  feels  that 
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the  administrative  difHculties  already 
experienced  through  this  approach  are 
so  significant  that  it  cannot  be 
practicably  or  equitably  adopted. 

Even  though  reimbursement  will  be 
made  transportation  expenses  only,  the 
major  element  of  relocation  cost  will 
nevertheless  be  covered.  The  portion  not 
covered  (“out  and  in”  expenses)  would 
be  recoverable  by  processors  to  the 
extent  that  the  availability  of  storage 
space  would  permit  1979  crop  sugar  to 
be  held  for  higher  prices  rather  than 
being  forced  to  be  moved  directly  to 
market.  If  a  1979  crop  loan  program  is 
provided,  the  availability  of  operating 
funds  at  a  relatively  low  interest  rate 
would  also  be  a  realized  benefit. 

A  major  concern  also  arose  within  the 
Department  because  loan  interest 
forgiveness  provisions  in  sugar 
legislation  now  being  considered  by  the 
Congress  could  be  undermined  by  full 
relocation  cost  reimbursement.  In  such  a 
situation,  forgiveness  of  all  accrued  loan 
interest  would  not  achieve  redemption 
for  relocated  sugar  when  the  market 
price  reaches  the  15.8-cent  per  pound 
market  price  objective  proposed  in 
legislation  now  being  considered  by  the 
Congress.  Payment  of  only 
trensportatimi  costs,  however,  will 
permit  int^^st  forgiveness,  if  enacted,  to 
aocomplish  its  redemption  objective. 

In  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
it  was  proposed  that  relocation 
reimbursement  be  required  to  be 
refunded  if  other  sugar  less  favorably 
situated  in  relation  to  normal  markets  is 
substituted  for  the  relocated  sugar.  No 
provision  for  such  refund  is  made  in  the 
final  rule  since  the  Department  now 
feels  that  the  requirement  that  alternate 
storage  space  be  available,  under  terms 
acceptable  to  CCC,  for  the  continued 
storage  of  such  sugar  after  forfeiture 
precludes  permitting  substitution  for 
sugar  receiving  relocation 
reimbursement. 

Although  respondents  strongly 
indicated  that  reimbursable  relocation 
should  be  permitted  earlier  than  60  days 
before  the  beginning  of  harvest,  it  is 
believed  that  the  60-day  period 
contained  in  the  proposed  regulations  is 
justifiable.  The  proposal  did  not  refer  to 
a  period  prior  to  the  beginning  of  loan 
maturity.  Rather,  processors  would  be 
able  to  begin  relocation  at  CCC  expense 
60  days  prior  to  the  beginning  of  harvest. 
Movement  to  alternate  storage  could 
take  place  during  the  60  days — which  in 
turn  would  open  up  enough  of  the 
processor's  on-site  storage  space  to 
begin  storing  the  1979  crop — and 
continue  thereafter  during  the  harvest 
and  processing  season. 


In  response  to  the  single  conunent 
opposing  relocation  reimbursement,  the 
Department  feels  that  the  rule,  as  finally 
developed,  encourages  loan  redemption 
rather  than  forfeitures  when  the  market 
price  permits  recovery  of  loan 
redemption  costs  plus  any  remaining 
expense  of  moving  the  sugar  to  market. 
Restricting  reimbursable  relocation  to  a 
facility  within  50  to  100  miles  of  the 
original  place  of  storage  would 
unacceptably  limit  the  availability  of 
alternate  storage  space  already  in  short 
supply. 

Automatic  qualification  for  relocation 
reimbinsement  on  forfeited  sugar  which 
had  previously  been  moved,  as 
suggested  by  two  respondents  who 
favored  the  proposed  rule,  would  make 
it  impossible  to  ensure  that  CCC,  by 
prior  arrangement,  would  be  able  to 
continue  to  store  forfeited  sugar  in  the 
alternate  site  under  acceptable  terms. 

As  to  the  suggestion  that  loan  sugar 
be  permitted  to  be  relocated  to  refinery 
storage,  such  movement  is  permitted 
under  existing  regulations.  Substitution 
of  sugar  to  rotate  stocks  is  also 
permitted.  The  responsibility  of  the 
processor-borrower  for  maintenance  of 
the  quantity  and  quality  of  sugar  placed 
under  loan  is,  however,  an  essential 
requirement  of  the  loan  program  and 
cannot  be  waived. 

An  approved  Final  Impact  Statement 
on  this  rule  is  available  from  Laurence 
E.  Ackland,  Room  5761-South  Building, 
USDA,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Note. — ^This  regulation  has  been 
determined  not  significant  under  the  USDA 
criteria  implementing  Executive  Order  12044. 

PART  1435— SUGAR 

Accordingly,  7  CFR  1435.41  is 
amended  by  revising  that  portion  of 
paragraph  (a)  immediately  preceding  the 
proviso,  by  redesignating  paragraph  (a) 
as  paragraph  (a)(1),  and  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  U)(2).  to  read  as  follows: 
***** 

§  1435.41  Loan  maintenance  and 
liquidation. 

(a)(1)  Maintenance  of  the  commodity 
under  loan.  A  processor  shall  maintain 
in  eligible  storage  a  quantity  of  eligible 
sugar  sufficient  to  cover  the  loan  except 
that  the  processor  may  substitute  other 
sugar  of  the  same  or  a  subsequent  crop 
year  which  is  of  at  least  equal  quantity 
and  quality  as  the  sugar  which  was 
originally  put  under  loan  if  (i)  CCC  has 
not  reimbursed  the  processor  for 
relocation  of  such  sugar  under  the  terms 
of  §  1435.41(a)(2)  and  (ii)  prior 
permission  is  obtained  by  the  processor 
f^rom  the  loan-making  office.  *  *  * 


(2)  Relocation  of  loan  sv^ar  intended 
for  forfeiture.  A  processor  may,  not 
earlier  than  60  days  before  the  normal 
beginning  of  harvest  of  the  1979  crop  for 
which  the  storage  space  is  needed, 
relocate  sugar  under  loan,  which  is  in 
storage  space  needed  for  the  storage  of 
1979  crop  sugar,  to  other  eligible  storage, 
approved  by  the  loan-making  office 
which  is  not  needed  for  the  storage  of 
1979  crop  sugar.  In  addition  to  the 
requirements  of  S  1435.38(d),  the 
approval  of  the  use  of  such  alternate 
space  shall  depend  upon  the  ability  of 
CCC  to  enter  into  a  contract  acceptable 
to  CCC,  which  permits  the  storage  of 
sugar  so  relocated  in  the  same  space 
subsequent  to  loan  maturity.  To  the  . 
extent  possible,  such  storage  space  must 
be  located  between  the  production  and 
marketing  areas  for  the  sugar  relocated. 
For  that  portion  of  the  quantity  of  loan 
sugar  which  the  processor  declares  an 
intention  to  forfeit  on  maturity  of  the 
loan  and  which  is  relocated  in 
accordance  with  the  above  conditions, 
CCC  shall  pay  the  actual  transportation 
expenses  inctured  by  such  processor  in 
the  relocation  of  such  sugar  but  shall  not 
pay  the  expenses  of  loading-out  or 
loading-in:  Provided,  however.  That 
such  expenses,  plus  interest  thereon  at  7 
percent  per  annimi,  must  be  repaid  to 
CCC  by  the  processor  for  any  relocated 
sugar  upon  its  redemption  fi^m  loan. 
***** 

(Secs.  201  and  401  et  seq.  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1446. 1421 
et  seq).) 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  on  June  19, 
1979. 

Bob  Bergland, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19466  FUed  S-21-79;  8:45  ani| 

BILLINO  CODE  3410-05-M 

V. 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  ^rvice 
7  CFR  Part  2852 

United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Freestone  Peaches  * 

agency:  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service.  USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  will  change  the 
grading  standards  for  canned  fireestone 
peaches  to  a  new  procedure  known  as 
attributes  sampling.  This  action  is  being 
taken  at  the  request  of  the  Canners 

*  Compliance  with  the  provisicms  of  these 
standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  or  with  applicable  State  laws  and 
regulations. 
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League  of  California.  The  effect  of  this 
rule  is  to  improve  the  standard. 

ELECTIVE  date:  June  22. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Howard  W.  Schutz,  Processed  Products 
Branch,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Quality 
Division,  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-4693. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

canned  fruit  industry  of  California  has 
requested  that  all  major  standards  for 
products  packed  in  its  members’ 
processing  plants  be  converted  to  a  new 
grading  procedure  known  as  attributes 
sampling.  This  new  procedure  offers  an 
advantage  over  the  old  system.  It  is  an 
objective  step-by-step  procedure  for 
reporting  quality,  continuously,  without 
having  to  wait  until  the  end  of  the 
production  shift  to  determine  lot 
acceptance  based  on  average  values. 

The  California  fruit  processing 
industry  packs  most  of  the  canned 
yellow  freestone  peaches  in  the  United 
States.  In  1977,  California  processors 
canned  over  90  percent  of  the  total 
United  States  pack. 

The  grading  of  canned  freestone 
peaches  is  closely  associated  with 
grading  of  canned  clingstone  peaches 
which  has  been  under  an  attributes  type 
of  standard  sinro  June  1, 1978.  Because 
of  this  and  the  many  cross-references 
between  the  two  products,  freestone 
peaches  should  be  brought  up-to-date 
and  under  the  same  grading  procedure 
as  the  clingstone  peaches.  This  would 
eliminate  a  dual  grading  procedure. 

On  August  25, 1978,  the  Food  Safety 
and  Quality  Service  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (43.FR  38015-38025)  a 
proposal  to  revise  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Canned 
Freestone  Peaches.  Two  comments  were 
received,  both  of  which  favored  the  ^ 
proposed  revision.  The  comments  were 
from  the  Canners  League  of  California 
and  the  Technical  and  Quality 
Assurance  Division,  Defense  Personnel 
Support  Center,  Defense  Logistics  . 
Agency. 

The  revised  stanJards  will: 

(1)  Convert  the  current  score  points 
variables-types  standard  to  an 
attribute8-t)q>e  standard  based  on 
statistical  principles; 

(2)  Eliminate  the  score  points  since 
the  attributes  approach  is  a  pass/fail 
approach; 

(3)  Eliminate  the  separate  grade 
criteria  for  ’’solid-pack”  peaches,  the 
U.S.  Grade  D  classification,  and  the 
alternate  grade  nomenclahire  of 
FANCY.  CHOICE,  and  STANDARD 
fit)m  the  various  grade  cjassifications. 


retaining  only  the  letter  grades  U.S. 

Grade  A.  B.  C,  and  SUBSTANDARD; 

(4)  Function  in  combination  with  the 
two  statistical  sampling  plans  recently 
added  to  the  ’’Regulations  Governing 
Inspection  and  Certification  of 
Processed  Fruits  and  Vegetables. 
Processed  Products  Thereof,  and  Certain 
Other  Processed  Food  Products,” 

§  2852.38(a).  (b),  and  (c),  (43  FR 10539); 

(5)  Provide  for  separate  acceptance 
criteria  for  unofficially  submitted 
samples.  These  are  single  sample  units 
that  do  not  represent  a  lot; 

(6)  Provide  for  various  defect 
classifications  according  to  severity  or 
frequency  of  occurrence.  These 
classifications  are  minor,  major,  severe, 
and  critical,  with  descending  allowance 
starting  with  the  most  liberal 
allowances  for  the  minor  defects  to  the 
most  restrictive  allowances  for  the 
critical  defects; 

(7)  Change  size  variation  requirements 
for  the  styles  of  whole,  halves,  and 
quarters  from  a  weight  basis  to  a 
diameter  basis  since  the  peaches  are 
sized  according  to  diameters  rather  than 
weight;  and 

(8)  Eliminate  minimum  size 
requirements  for  individual  units  of 
halves  and  quarters. 

Minor  editorial  changes  in  the  text 
were  made  for  clarification  purposes. 

Since  the  requirements  of  the  final 
rule  would  conform  with  current 
marketing  practices,  issuance  of  the 
revised  standards  would  not  increase 
the  cost  to  the  consumer.  The  standards 
would  not  cause  additional  expenditures 
on  the  part  of  industry. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented  by  interested  persons, 
and  since  there  were  no  unfavorable 
comments  regarding  the  proposal,  the 
proposed  revision  to  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Canned 
Freestone  Peaches,  7  CFR  2852.2601 
through  2852.2615,  is  hereby  amended  as 
set  forth  below. 

Sec. 

2852.2601  Product  description. 

2852.2602  Styles. 

2852.2603  Definitions  of  terms. 

2852.2604  Recommended  sample  unit  sizes. 

2852.2605  Liquid  media  and  Brix  > 

measurements. 

2852.2606  Fill  of  container. 

2852.2607  Fill  of  container  for  canned 
“solid-pack”  freestone  peaches. 

2852.2608  Recommended  drained  weights. 

2852.2609  Recommended  fill  weights. 

2852.2610  Grades. 

2852.2611  Factors  of  quality. 

2852.2612  Classification  of  defects. 

2852.2613  Tolerances  for  defects. 

2852.2614  Sample  size. 

2852.2615  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements.  * 


Authority:  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946,  secs.  203, 205;  60  Stat  1087,  as  amended, 
1090,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C  1622, 1624). 

S  2852.2601  Product  description. 

Canned  freestone  peaches  is  the 
product  represented  as  defined  in  the 
Standards  of  Identity  for  canned 
peaches  (21  CFR  145.170  and  145.171) 
issued  under  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act.  For  the  purposes  of 
the  standards  in  this  aubpart,  and  unless 
the  text  indicates  otherwise,  the  terms 
“canned  peaches”  or  ’’canned  firestone 
peaches”  include  ’’canned  yellow 
freestone  peaches,”  “canned  spiced 
yellow  freestone  peaches,”  “canned 
‘solid-pack’  yellow  freestone  peaches” 
and  “canned  artificially  sweetened 
yellow  freestone  peaches”  as  defined  in 
the  Standards  of  Identity, 

§2852.2602  Styles. 

(a)  “IVAo/e"  consists  of  peeled,  whole 
peaches  with  or  without  stems  removed. 

(b)  “Halves”  or  “Halved”  comisis  of 
peeled  and  pitted  peaches  cut 
approximately  in  half  along  the  suture 
from  stem  to  apex. 

(c)  “Quarters” or  “Quartered” 
consists  of  halved  peaches  cut  into  two 
approximately  equal  parts. 

(d)  “Slices” or  “ Sliced”  camisXs  oi 
peeled  and  pitted  peaches  cut  into 
wedge-shaped  sectors. 

(e)  “Dice” or  "D/ceef"  consists  of 
peeled  and  pitted  peaches  cut  into  cube¬ 
like  parts. 

(f)  “Halves  and  pieces”  coxmsXa  of 
peeled  and  pitted  peaches  in  which 
more  than  50  percent,  by  weight,  of  the 
peaches  are  halves. 

(g)  “Pieces,”  “Irregular pieces,” or 
“Mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and 
shapes,  ”  consists  of  peeled,  pitted 
peaches  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes  or 
peaches  that  do  not  conform  to  any  of 
the  foregoing  styles. 

§  2852.2603  Definitions  of  terms. 

(A)  Acceptable  Quality  Level  (AQL). 
The  maximum  percent  of  defective  units 
or  the  maximum  number  of  defects  per 
hundred  units  of  product  that,  for  the 
purpose  of  acceptance  sampling,  can  be 
considered  satisfactory  as  a  process 
average. 

(b)  Blemished  means  any  unit  that  is 
affected  by  scab,  hail  injury,  or 
discoloration  to  the  extent  that  the 
appearance  or  eating  quality  is  affected: 

(1)  slightly, 

(2)  materially 

(3)  seriously. 

(c)  Brightness  means  the  extent  that 
the  overall  appearance  of  the  sample 
unit  as  a  mass  is  dulled  by  oxidation, 
pigmentation,  or  other  causes. 

(1)  Grades  A  and  B — slightly  affected. 
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(2)  Grade  C — ^materially  affected. 

(3)  Substandard — fails  Grade  C. 

(d)  Character  refers  to  the  texture  and 
tenderness  of  the  product  as  follows: 

(1)  Good  character. 

(1)  Whole.  The  units  have  a  texture 
typical  of  properly  prepared  and 
processed  peaches;  the  units  are  at  least 
reasonably  tender  or  the  tenderness 
may  be  variable  within  the  unit;  the 
units  may  be  slightly  hard  or  slightly 
soft. 

(ii)  Halves;  halves  and  pieces: 
quarters;  slices:  pieces  or  irregular 
pieces.  The  units  have  at  least  a 
reasonably  tender  texture  typical  of 
properly  prepared  and  processed 
freestone  peaches  and  may  be  soft  and 
materially  frayed.  The  peach  halves  may 
have  a  tendency  to  flatten. 

(iii)  Diced.  The  product  generally  has 
at  least  a  reasonably  tender  texture 
typical  of  properly  prepared  and 
processed  peaches;  the  units  are  intact 
and  not  excessively  frayed. 

(2)  Fairly  good  character — (i)  Whole. 
The  units  have  a  fairly  tender  texture 
typical  of  properly  prepared  and 
processed  peaches;  the  units  may  be 
lacking  in  imiformity  of  tenderness  and 
may  be  substantially  hard  or  very  soft. 

(ii)  Halves:  halves  and  pieces: 
quarters;  slices;  pieces  or  irregular 
pieces.  The  units  have  at  least  a  fairly 
tender  texture  typical  of  properly 
prepared  and  processed  freestone 
peaches  and  may  lack  uniformity  of 
tenderness.  The  units  may  be  very  soft 
but  not  frayed  to  the  extent  that  their 
normal  shape  is  destroyed;  the  units 
may  also  be  substantially  Hrm. 

(iii)  Diced.  The  product  generally  has 
a  fairly  tender  texture  typical  of 
properly  prepared  and  processed 
peaches.  The  units  are  intact  and  may 
be  frayed. 

(3)  Poor  character— All  styles.  The 
units  fail  the  requirements  for  fairly 
good  character. 

(e)  Color — (1)  General.  The  color  of 
canned  yellow  freestone  peaches,  other 
than  canned  “spiced”  peaches,  refers  to 
the  predominant  and  characteristic  color 
on  the  surface  of  whole  units,  and  the 
outside  surfaces  of  other  units.  The  cut 
surfaces  of  such  units  are  also 
considered  when  adversely  affected  by 
discoloration. 

(2)  Individual  unit  color 
classifications — (i)  Good  color  means 
peach  units  that  are  equal  to  or  better 
than  light  orangish-yellow. 

(ii)  Fairly  good  color  means  peach 
units  that  faU  to  meet  minimum  color 
requirements  for  “good  color"  but  are 
equal  to  or  better  Aan  greenish-yellow. 


(iii)  Poor  color  means  peach  units  that 
fail  to  meet  minimum  color  requirements 
for  “fairly  good  color.” 

(f)  Crushed  or  broken  in  the  styles  of 
whole,  halves,  and  quarters  means: 

(1)  A  unit  is  “crushed”  if  it  has 
definitely  lost  its  normal  shape  and  is 
crushed  not  due  to  ripeness; 

(2)  A  iinit  is  “broken”  if  severed  into 
definite  parts.  Any  unit  in  halves  style 
that  is  split  frnm  die  edge  to  the  pit 
cavity  is  not  considered  broken. 

(g)  Defect  Any  nonconformance  of  a 
unit(s)  of  product  firom  a  specified 
requirement  of  a  single  quality 
characteristic. 

(h)  Extraneous  vegetable  material — 

(1)  Small  pieces  mean  long  stems,  pieces 
of  twigs  not  more  than  51  mm  (2.0  in.)  in 
length,  or  leaf  material  or  portions 
thereof. 

(2)  Short  stem  means  the  woody  stem 
that  attaches  the  peach  to  the  twig  of  the 
tree  and  is  3  mm  (0.12  in.)  to  10  mm  (0.39 
in.)  in  length.  Dark  brown  stems  less 
than  3  mm  (0.12  in.)  in  length  are  also 
considered  as  short  stems. 

(i)  Flavor  and  odor.  “Normal  flavor 
and  odor"  means  that  the  canned 
peaches  are  fr«e  frtim  objectionable 
flavors  and  odors  of  any  kind. 

(j)  Mechanical  damage —  (1)  Partial 
slice,  in  the  style  of  slices,  is  a  unit  that 
has  a  semblance  of  a  slice  with  respect 
to  thickness  and  shape  but  is  less  than 
three-fourths  of  an  apparent  full  slice 
and  that  does  not  bear  marks  of 
crushing.  Pieces  are  reassembled  to 
equal  an  average  full  size  slice  and 
counted  as  one  unit. 

(2)  Detached  piece,  in  the  style  of 
halves  and  quarters,  is  a  piece  that  has 
the  appearance  of  a  slice  resulting  from 
an  off-suture  cut  or  other  improper 
cutting. 

(3)  Gouges  mean  holes  or  gouges  that 
do  not  destroy  the  normal  configuration 
of  the  unit  but  affect  the  appearance  of 
the  unit: 

(i)  Slighdy; 

(ii)  Materially; 

(iii)  Seriously. 

(4)  Off-suture  cut  in  the  styles  of 
halves  and  quarters,  is  a  imit  that  has 
been  cut  at  a  distance  from  the  suture 
greater  than  10  mm  (0.39  in.)  at  the 
widest  measurement  and  the 
appearance  is  affected: 

(i)  Slightly; 

(ii)  Materially; 

(iii)  Seriously. 

(5)  Partially  detached  piece,  in  the 
styles  of  halves  and  quarters,  is  a  piece 
that  has  the  appearance  of  a  slice 
resulting  from  an  off-suture  cut  or  other 
improper  cutting.  The  defect  is  attached 
to  the  naif  or  quarter  from  which  cut,  but 
must  be  detached  more  than  one-third  of 


the  length  of  the  half  or  quarter  along 
the  suture  approximately  parallel  with 
the  suhu«. 

(6)  Other  mechanical  damage  means  a 
unit,  in  the  styles  of  whole,  halves  and 
quarters,  that  is  damaged  to  the  extent 
that  the  shape  of  the  unit  is  affected: 

(i)  Slightly; 

(ii)  Materially; 

(iii)  Seriously. 

(k)  Peel  means  all  of  the  outer  layer  of 
the  peach  that  is  normally  removed 
during  processing. 

(l)  Sample  unit  size  means  the  amount 
of  product  specified  to  be  used  for 
inspection.  It  may  be: 

(1)  The  entire  contents  of  a  container, 

(2)  A  portion  of  the  contents  of  a 
container; 

(3)  A  combination  of  the  contents  of  2 
or  more  containers; 

(4)  A  portion  of  unpacked  product. 

(m)  Shelly,  in  the  styles  of  halves, 
quarters,  and  slices,  means  a  unit  in 
which  the  pit  cavity  has  been  trimmed 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  leave  the  unit 
only  fairly  fleshy. 

(n)  Slab,  in  the  style  of  slices,  means 
an  irregularly  shaped  unit  resulting  from 
the  slicing  operation  that  materially 
deviates  from  the  normal  shape  of  a 
wedge-shaped  sector. 

(o)  Sliver,  in  the  style  of  slices,  means 
any  imit  that  weighs  3  g.  (0.12  oz.)  or  less 
and  has  the  symmetry  of  a  full  slice. 

(p)  Unit  means  one  hole,  half,  quarter, 
slice,  dice,  or  piece  of  peach  as 
applicable  for  the  style. 

§  2852.2604  Recommended  sample  unit 
sizes. 

Compliance  with  requirements  for 
factors  of  quality  is  based  on  the 
following  sample  unit  sizes  for  the 
respective  style. 

(a)  Halves;  Quarters — 25  units. 

(b)  Whole — 25  units. 

(c)  Slices — 50  units  or  100  units. 

(d)  Diced — ^200  g.  (7  oz). 

(e)  Halves  and  pieces;  Pieces  or 
irre^ar  pieces— 1000  g  (35.3  oz). 

S  2852.2605  Liquid  media  and  Brix 
measurements. 

“Cut-out”  requirements  for  liquid 
media  in  canned  freestone  peaches  are 
not  incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the 
finished  product  since  sirup  or  any  other 
liquid  medium  is  not  a  factor  of  quality 
for  the  pmposes  of  these  grades.  The 
“cut-out”  Brix  measurements  for  the 
respective  designations  are  as  follows: 

Designations  and  Brix  measurements 
“Extra  heavy  sirup;”  or  “Extra  heavily 

sweetened  fruit  juice(8)  mid  water;”  or 

“Extra  heavily  sweetmied  fruit  juice(s).”— 

22*  or  more  but  not  moie  dian  35*. 
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"Heavy  sirup;"  or  "Heavily  sweetened  fruit 
|uice(8)  ai^  water.”  or  "Heavily  sweetened 
fruit  juice(s).” — ^18*  or  more  but  less  than 
22'. 

"Light  sirup;"  or  "Li^tly  sweetened  fruit 
juice(s)  and  water;"  or  “Li^tly  sweetened 
fruit  iuices(s)." — ^14*  or  more  but  less  dian 
18*. 

‘.'Slightly  sweetened  water,”  or  "Extra  light 
sirup;"  or  “Slightly  sweetened  fruit  juice(8) 
and  water"  or  “Slightly  sweetened  fruit 
{uice(8).” — ^10*  or  more  but  less  than  14*. 

"In  water" — Not  applicable. 

"In  fruit  ]uice(8)  and  water” — ^Not  applicable, 
“fai  fruit  juice(s)” — Not  applicable. 

"Artifrdally  sweetened"— ^ot  applicable. 

§  2852.2606  Fill  Of  container. 

The  standard  of  fill  of  container  for 
canned  freestone  peaches  is  the 
maximum  quantity  of  peach  units  that 
can  be  sealed  in  a  container  and 
processed  by  heat  to  prevent  spoilage, 
without  crushing  or  breaking  such  units. 
Canned  fi'eestone  peaches  that  do  not 
meet  this  requirement  are  "Below 
Standard  in  Fill" 

S  2852.2607  FW  of  container  for  canned 
“solid-pack"  freestone  peaches. 

The  fill  of  container  for  canned  solid- 
pack  freestone  peaches  is  not 
incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the 
finished  product  since  fill  of  container, 
as  such,  is  not  a  factor  of  quality  for  the 
purpose  of  these  grades.  Each  container 
of  solid-pack  freestone  peaches  shall  be 
as  full  of  peaches  as  practicable  without 
impairment  of  quality  and  the  product 
shall  occupy  not  less  than  90  percent  of 
the  volume  of  the  container. 

§  2852.2608  Recommended  drained 
weights. 

(a)  General.  (1)  The  minimum  drained 
wei^t  recommendations  for  the  various 
styles  in  Table  I  of  this  subpart  are  not 
incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the 
finished  product  since  the  drained 
weight  is  not  a  factor  of  quality  for  the 
purposes  of  these  grades. 

(2)  The  recommended  minimum 
drained  weights  are  based  on 
equalization  of  the  product  30  days  or 
more  after  the  product  has  been  canned. 

(b)  Method  for  determining  drained 
weight.  The  drained  weight  of  canned 
freestone  peaches  and  canned  "solid- 
pack"  freestone  peaches  is  determined 
by  emptying  the  contents  of  the 
container,  turning  the  pit  cavities  down 
in  halves,  upon  a  U.S.  Standard  No.  8 
circular  sieve  of  proper  diameter 

.  containing  8  meshes  to  the  inch  (0.0937- 
inch  ±3  percent,  square  openings)  so  as 
to  distribute  the  product  evenly, 
inclining  the  sieve  to  an  angle  of  17  to  20 
degrees  to  facilitate  drainage,  and 
allowing  to  drain  for  2  minutes.  The 
drained  weight  is  the  weight  of  the  sieve 


and  peaches  less  the  weight  of  the  dry 
sieve.  A  sieve  8  inches  in  diameter  is 
used  for  the  equivalent  of  No.  3  size 
cans  (404  x  414)  and  smaller,  and  a  sieve 
12  inches  in  diameter  is  used  for 
containers  larger  than  the  equivalent  of 
the  No.  3  size  can. 

(c)  Definitions  of  symbols.  (1)  X^— The 
average  drained  wei^t  of  all  the  sample 
units  in  the  sample. 

(2)  Ui — Lower  limit  for  drained 
wei^ts  of  individual  sample  units. 

(d)  Compliance  with  recommended 
drained  weights.  A  lot  of  canned 
freestone  peaches  is  considered  as 
meeting  the  minimum  drained  weight 
reconunendations  if  the  following 
criteria  are  met: 

nUJNQ  CODE  S410-37-M 
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(1)  The  average  of  the  drained  weights  (e)  Compliance  with  recommended  fill 
from  all  the  sample  imits  in  the  sample  weights.  Compliance  with  the 

meet  the  recommended  average  drained  recommended  fill  weights  shall  be  in 
weight  (designated  as  “X^"  in  Table  I];  accordance  with  the  acceptance  criteria 
and  ^  specified  in  the  U.S.  Standards  for 

(2)  *^0  number  of  sample  units  which  Inspection  by  Variables  and  the  U.S. 
fail  to  meet  the  drained  weight  lower  Standards  for  Determination  of  Fill 
limit  for  individuals  (designated  as  “LL”  Weights. 

in  Table  I)  does  not  exceed  the  biujnq  code  34io-37-m 

applicable  acceptance  number  specified 
in  the  single  sampling  plan  of  Table  n. 

Tabi*  II.— Single  Sampling  Plan  for  Drainad 
Weight 


Sample  size  (number. 
of  sample  units). 

3 

6 

13 

21 

29 

Acceptance  No. 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

§  2852.2609  Recommended  fill  weights. 

(a)  General.  The  minimum  fill  weight 
recommendations  specified  in  Table  III 
are  not  incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the 
finished  product  since  fill  weight  is  not  a 
factor  of  quality  for  purpose  of  these 
grades. 

(b)  Method  for  determining  fill  weight. 

Fill  weight  is  determined  in  accordance 
with  the  U.S.  Standards  for  Inspection 
by  Variables  and  the  U.S.  Standards  for 
Determination  of  Fill  Weights. 

(c)  Definitions  of  terms  and  symbols. 

“Subgroup”  means  a  group  of  sample 
units  representing  a  portion  of  a  sample. 

X'G2min  means  the  minimum  lot  j 

average  fill  weight.  i 

LWL,  means  the  lower  warning  limit 
for  subgroup  averages. 

LRL,  means  the  lower  reject  limit  for 

subgroup  averages.  v 

LWL  means  the  lower  warning  limit 
for  individual  fill  weight  measurements. 

LRL  means  the  lower  reject  limit  for 
individual  fill  weight  measurements. 

R'  means  a  specified  average  range 
value. 

Fin«x  means  a  specified  maximum 
range  for  a  subgroup. 

“Sampling  allowance  code"  means  a 
code  letter  on  the  sampling  allowance 
chart  of  the  U.S.  Standards  for 
Inspection  by  Variables.  This  letter 
identifies  the  line  which  gives  the 
amount  of  sampling  allowance  to  be 
applied  to  the  specification  average  for 
fill  weights  in  order  to  determine 
compliance  with  requirements  for  fill 
weight  averages  for  a  sample. 

(d)  Subgroup  size.  The  subgroup  size 
for  determination  of  fill  weights  shall  be 
five  (5)  sample  units. 


MLLma  CODE  M1«>-S7-C 
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$2852.2610  Grades. 

(a)  ‘V.S.  Grade  A  "  is  the  quality  of 
canned  freestone  peaches  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  peaches: 

(1)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(iii)  Have  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  and  are  not 
affected  by  dullness; 

(iv)  Have  units  that  are  practically 
uniform  in  size  and  shape  in  sliced  style; 

(v)  Are  practically  free  from  pit 
material,  except  for  whole  style; 

(vi)  Are  practically  free  from  crushed 
and  broken  units  in  the  styles  of  whole, 
halves,  and  quarters; 

(vii)  Do  not  exceed  the  aggregate  area 
of  peel  specified  for  the  style  as  follows: 

(A)  Whole— 5.5  cm*  (0.85  in*  or  1  X 
.85); 

(B)  Halves— 4.5  cm*  (0.7  in*  or  1  X  .7); 

(C)  Quarters — 2.25  cm*  (0.34  in*  or  1  X 
.34); 

(D)  Slices — 50  count — 1.8  cm*  (0.28  in* 
or  1  X  .28);  100  count — 3.5  cm*  (0.54  in* 
or  1  X  .54); 

(E)  Dice — 0.5  cm*  (0.08  in*  or  1  X  .08); 

(F)  Halves  and  pieces;  Pieces;  or 
Irregular  pieces — 3.25  cm*  (0.5  in*  or  1  X 
.5); 

(viii)  Have  a  good  character  such  that 
the  number  of  units  that  have  fairly  good 
diaracter  does  not  exceed  the  following: 

(A)  Whole;  Halves;  and  Quarters — 1 
unit; 

(B)  Slices — 50  count — 3  units;  100 
count — 5  units; 

(C)  Halves  and  pieces;  Pieces  or 
irregular  pieces — 50  grams; 

(D)  Dice — 10  grams. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  IV  and  specified  in 

’  Tables  V.  VI,  VII,  VIII,  or  IX. 

(b)  “U.S.  Grade  B”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  freestone  peaches  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  peaches: 

(i)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  normal  flavor  and  odor, 

(iii)  Have  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  and  are  not 
affected  by  dullness; 

(iv)  Have  units  that  are  practically 
uniform  in  size  and  shape  in  sliced  style. 

(v)  Are  practically  free  from  pit 
material,  except  for  whole  style;  x 

(vi)  Are  practically  free  from  crushed 
and  broken  units  in  the  styles  of  whole, 
halves,  and  quarters; 

(vii)  Do  not  exceed  the  aggregate  area 
of  peel  specifred  for  the  style  as  follows: 

(A)  Whole — 22.5  cm*  (3.5  in*  or  1  X 
3.5); 

(B)  Halves — 19  cm*  (3  in*  or  1  X  3); 
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(C)  Quarters — 9.5  cm*  (1.5  in*  or  1  X 
1.5); 

(D)  Slices — 50  count —  7  cm*  (1.1  in*  or 
1  X  1.1);  100  count — 14  cm*  (2.2  in*  or  1 
X  2.2); 

(E)  Dice — 1.5  cm*  (0.23  in*  or  1  X  23); 

(F)  Halves  and  pieces;  Pieces  or 
irregular  pieces — 12  cm*  (1.9  in*  or  1  X 
1.9); 

(viii)  Have  a  reasonably  good 
character  such  that  the  number  of  units 
that  have  fairly  good  character  does  not 
exceed  the  following: 

(A)  Whole;  Halves:  and  Quarters — 3 
units; 

(B)  Slices — 50  count — 5  units;  100 

count — 10  units;  ^ 

(C)  Halves  and  pieces;  Pieces  or 
irregular  pieces — 100  grams: 

(D)  Dice — ^20  grams. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  IV  and  specified  in 
Tables  V,  VI,  VII,  VIII,  or  IX. 

(c)  “U.S.  Grade  C"  is  the  quality  of  • 
canned  freestone  peaches  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  peaches: 

(1)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  normal  flavor  and  odor, 

(iii)  Have  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  is  materially 
affected  by  dullness; 

(iv)  Have  units  that  may  be  variable 
in  size  and  shape  in  sliced  style; 

(v)  Are  practically  free  from  pit 
material,  except  for  whole  style; 

(vi)  Are  practically  free  from  crushed 
and  broken  units  in  the  styles  of  whole, 
halves,  and  quarters; 

(vii)  Do  not  exceed  the  aggregate  area 
of  peel  specifred  for  the  style  as  follows: 

(A)  Whole— 45  cm*  (7  in*  or  1  X  7); 

(B)  Halves — 38  cm*  (5.9  in*  or  1  X  5.9); 

(C)  Quarters — 19  cm*  (3  in*  or  1  X  3); 

(D)  Slices — 50  count — 15  cm*  (2.3  in* 
or  1  X  2.3);  100  count  30  cm*  (4.6  in*  or  1 
X  4.6); 

(E)  Dice — 3  cm*  (0.5  in*  or  1  x  .5); 

(F)  Halves  and  pieces;  Pieces  or 
irregular  pieces — 27  cm*  (4.2  in*  or  1  x 
4.2); 

(viii)  Have  a  fairly  good  character 
such  that  the  number  of  units  that  have 
poor  character  does  not  exceed  the 
following: 

(A)  Whole:  Halves,  and  Quarters — 
units; 

(B)  Slices — 50  count — 5  units;  100 
count — 10  units; 

(C)  Halves  and  pieces;  Pieces  or 
irregular  pieces — 100  grams; 

(D)  Dice — ^20  grams. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  IV  and  specifred  in 
Tables  V,  VI,  VB,  VIII,  or  IX. 


(d)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  freestone  peaches  that  fails  to 
meet  the  requirements  for  U.S.  Grade  C. 

§  2852.261 1  Factors  of  quality. 

The  grade  of  canned  freestone 
peaches  is  based  on  compliance  with 
the  requirements  for  the  following 
quality  factors: 

(a)  Prerequisite  quality  factors: 

(1)  Similar  varietal  characteristics; 

(2)  Flavor  and  odor; 

(3)  Brightness; 

(4)  Uniformity  of  size  of  slices; 

(5)  Pit  material; 

(6)  Crushed  and  broken  units; 

(7)  Peel; 

(8)  Character. 

(b)  Classifred  quality  factors: 

(1)  Individual  unit  color, 

(2)  Workmanship; 

(3)  Blemishes; 

(4)  Uniformity  of  size  of  whole,  halves, 
and  quarters; 

(5)  Mechanical  damage; 

(6)  Extraneous  vegetable  material. 

$  2852.26 1 2  Classification  of  defects. 

Defects  are  classifred  as  minor,  major, 
severe,  or  critical.  Each  “X”  mark  in 
Table  IV  represents  “one  (1)  defect." 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  122  /  Friday,  June  22,  1979  /  Rules  and  Regulations 

Tabto  ^.—ClassificaVon  of  Defects 


Classification 

Min 

Mai 

Sev 

Crit 

Whole 

X 

X 

Stightiy  ”  . ' . 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Mechanical  damage - 

Gouged: 

SKghtty . . . .  . . 

X 

X 

X 

Other  mechanical  damage: 

filightty  .  . 

X 

X 

X 

Extraneous  vegetable 
material. 

X 

Halves  AND  Quarters 

Fairly  good  (in  grade  A  and  B  only) 

X 

X 

RJightiy  " .  ! .  . 

X 

X 

X 

Uniformity  of  size _ 

Mechanical  damage - 

X 

Off-auture: 

Slightly  . . . . 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Gouged; 

SUghtty .  . , . 

X 

X 

X 

Other  mechanical  damage: 

Slightly _ _ _ 

X 

> 

X 

X 

Extraneous  vegetable 
material. 

X 

X 

SUCEO 

Fairty  good  (in  grade  A  and  B  only)  »  .««.« 

X 

X 

SSiMv'  "  . . 

X 

X 

SIghlly. 

X 

. ^ . 

X 

X 

X 

(Bouged: 

Slightly _ _ 

X 

X 

X 

Partiai  slice  ' . . 

X 

Sliced 

X 

X 

Individual  unit  color 

Diced 

X 

X 

X 

units  that  pass  through  a  Kt  in  (Briimj  sieve* 
(each  8  g). 

X 

X 

Extraneous  vegetable 
materiaL 

X 

Halves  and  Pieces:  Pieces  or  Irreoular  Pieces 

X 

X 

.  Slightiy  («ec»«  An  g) . T . 

X 

X 

Seriously  (MKh  40  . . - . 

X 

Extraneous  vegetable 
materiaL 

X 

Sieve  to  be  used  it  a  five-tixteentht  inch  sieve  as  Isted  in  table  I  of  "Standard  Specifications  tor  Sieves,"  published  March 
1, 1940,  In  LC.  584  of  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
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§  2852.2613  Tolerances  for  defects. 
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$2852.2614  Sample  size. 

The  sample  size  to  determine 
compliance  with  requirements  of  these 
standards  shall  be  as  specified  in  the 
sampling  plans  and  procedures  in  the 
“Relation  Governing  Inspection  and 
Cer^cation  of  Processed  Fruits  and 
Vegetables,  Processed  Products  Thereof, 
and  Certain  Other  Processed  Food 
Products”  (7  CFR  2852.1-2852.83]  for  lot 
inspection  and  on-line  inspection,  as 
applicable. 

$2852.2615  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

(a)  Lot  inspection.  A  lot  of  canned 
freestone  peaches  is  considered  as 
meeting  the  requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  $  2852.2610  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  V.  VI,  VH.  Vffl,  and  K. 
as  applicable  for  the  style,  are  not 
exceeded. 

(b)  On-line  inpsection.  A  portion  of 
production  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  $  2852.2610  are  met; 

(2)  the  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  V.  VL  VH.  Vm.  and  K, 
as  applicable  for  the  style,  are  not 
exceeded. 

(c)  Single  sample  unit.  Each  unofficial 
sample  unit  submitted  for  quality 
evaluation  will  be  treated  individually 
and  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  $  2852.2610  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  V.  VL  VD.  VTO.  and  DC. 
as  applicable  for  the  style,  are  not 
exceeded. 

(Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  Secs. 

203, 205;  60  Stat  1087,  as  amended,  1090,  as 
amended:  (7  U.S.C  1622, 1624)). 

This  rule  has  been  reviewed  under  the 
USDA  criteria  established  to  implement 
Executive  Order  12044,  “Improving 
Government  Regulations”.  Under  those 
criteria,  this  action  has  not  been 
classified  significant.  An  approved  final 
impact  statement  has  been  prepared  and 
is  available  from  Mr.  Howard  W. 

Schutz,  Processed  Products  Branch,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Quality  Division,  Food 
Safety  and  Quality  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C  20250. 

Dr.  Donald  L  Houston,  Acting 
Administrator,  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service,  has  determined  that  good  cause 
has  been  found  for  making  this 
document  effective  upon  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  19. 1979. 
Donald  L  Houston, 

Acting  Administrator,  FootfSafetyand 
Quality  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-19S47  Filed  e-21-79: 84S  am] 

Bnxmo  cooc  mio-s7-m 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Part  78 

Brucellosis  Areas 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Inspection 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  These  amendments  add  the 
coimties  of  Page  and  Taylor  in  Iowa; 
and  Addison  in  Vermont  to  the  list  of 
Certified  Brucellosis-Free  areas  and 
delete  such  counties  from  the  list  of 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas.  It 
has  been  determined  that  these  coimties 
qualify  to  be  designated  as  Certified 
Brucellosis-Free  Areas.  The  effect  of  this 
action  will  allow  for  less  restrictions  on 
cattle  moved  interstate  from  these  areas. 
These  amendments  also  add  the 
coimties  of  Barry,  Bates,  McDonald,  and 
Newton  in  Missouri  to  the  list  of 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas 
and  delete  them  from  the  list  of 
Noncertified  Areas  because  it  has  been 
determined  that  these  counties  now 
qualify  as  Modified  Certified  Brucellosis 
Areas.  The  effect  of  this  action  will 
provide  for  less  restrictions  on  cattle 
and  bison  moved  interstate  from  these 
areas. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  22. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  A.  D.  Robb,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS, 

Room  805, 6505  Belcrest  Road, 
Hyattsville,  MD  20782, 301-436-8713. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 

complete  list  of  brucellosis  areas  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (43  FR 
60865-60867)  effective  December  29, 
1978.  These  amendments  update  the 
complete  list  Tliese  amenctoents  add 
the  counties  of  Page  and  Taylor  in  Iowa; 
and  Addison  in  Vermont  to  the  list  of 
Certified  Brucellosis-Free  Areas  in 
$  78.20  and  delete  such  codnties  from 
the  list  of  Modified  Certified  Brucellosis 
Areas  in  $  78.21,  because  it  has  been 
determined  that  they  now  come  within 
the  definition  of  a  Certified  Brucellosis- 
Free  Area  contained  in  $  78.1(1)  of  the 
regulations.  These  amendments  add  the 
counties  of  Barry,  Bates.  McDonald,  and 
Newton  in  Missouri  to  the  list  of 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas  in 
$  78.21  and  delete  those  counties  from 


the  list  of  Noncertified  Areas  in  $  78.22, 
because  it  has  been  determined  that 
they  now  qualify  as  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas  as  defined  in  $  78.1(m) 
of  the  regulations. 

Accordingly.  $$  78.20, 78.21,  and  78.22 
of  Part  78,  Tide  9.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  designating  Certified 
BrucellosisTFree  Areas.  Modified 
Certified  Brucellosis  Areas,  and 
Noncertified  Areas,  respectively,  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

$  78.20  Certified  bnicelloeie-free  areas. 

The  following  states,  or  specified 
portions  thereof,  are  hereby  designated 
as  Certified  Brucellosis-Free  Areas: 

(a)  Entire  States. 

Arizona,  California,  Colorado.  ConnecticuL 
Delaware,  Hawaii.  Indiana,  Maine. 

Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  Yoik,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota.  Ohio.  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania.  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Vermont  Virginia,  Washington,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  Virgin 
Islands. 

(b)  Specific  Counties  Within  States. 

Alabama.  Dale.  Geneva. 

Arkansas.  Baxter,  Bradley,  Carroll, 
Cleveland,  Columbia,  Crittenden,  Dallas, 
Drew,  Fulton,  Guland,  Grant  Jefferson, 
Marion,  Monroe.  Montgomery,  Newton, 
Ouachita,  Searcy,  Stone,  Union,  Woodniff. 

Florida.  Baker,  Bay.  Calhoun,  Citrus,  Dixie. 
Frankliit  Holmes.  Jackson,  Leon,  Liberty. 
Monroe,  Okaloosa,  Orange,  Santa  Rosa, 
Seminole.  St  Johns,  Taylor.  Wakulla,  Walton. 

Georgia.  Appling,  Atidnson,  Bacon,  Banks. 
Brantley,  Bryan,  Bulloch,  Burke,  Butts, 
Camden,  Candler,  Charlton,  Chatham, 
Chattahoochee,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Cook, 
Crawford,  De  Kalb,  Echols,  Effirigham,  Evans. 
Farmin,  Franklin,  Glascock,  Glynn,  Greene, 
Habersham,  Jeff  Davis,  Johnson,  Lanier, 
Laurens,  Liberty.  Long,  McIntosh,  Monroe, 
Peach,  Rabuit  Richmond,  Screven,  Stephens, 
Taylor.  Toombs.  Treutlen,  Twiggs.  Upson, 
Ware,  Wayne,  Wheeler.  White,  Will^soiL 

Idaho.  Ada,  Adams,  ^ar  Lake,  Benewah, 
Binghant  Blaine,  Boise,  Boimer,  Boundary, 
Butte,  Camas.  Canyon,  Caribou,  Clark, 
Clearwater.  Custer,  Gem,  Idaho.  Rootenai, 
Latah,  Lemht  Lewis,  Minidoka,  Nez  Perce, 
Owyhee.  Payette.  Power.  Shoshone,  Valley, 
WashingtoiL 

Illinois.  Adams,  Alexander,  Bond,  Boone, 
Brown,  Bureau,  Calhoun,  CarroU,  Cass, 
Champaign,  Christian,  Clark,  Clay.  Clinton, 
Coles,  Cook,  Crawford,  Cumberland,  DeKalb, 
DeWitt  Douglas.  Du  Page,  Edgar.  Edwards. 
Effingham,  Fayette.  Ford  Fra^in,  Fulton, 
Gallatin.  Greene,  Grundy,  Hamilton, 

Hancock,  Hardin,  Henderson,  Henry, 
Iroquois,  Jackson,  Jasper.  Jefferson.  Jersey. 
Joh^on,  Kane,  Kank^ee,  Kendall,  Lake,  La 
Salle,  Lawrence,  Lee,  Livingston,  Logan, 
Macon,  Macoupin,  Madison,  Marion. 
Marshall,  Mason,  Massac,  McDonouj^ 
McHenry,  McLean,  Mena:^  Mercer,  Monroe, 
Montgomery,  Morgan,  Moultrie.  C^e.  Peoria, 
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Perry,  Piatt,  Pike,  Pope,  Pulaski,  Putnam, 
Randolph,  Richland,  Rock  bland,  St  Clair, 
Saline,  Sangamon,  Sdiuyler,  Scott,  Shelby. 
Stark,  Stephenson,  Tazewell.  Union, 
Vermilion,  Wabash,  Warren,  Washington, 
Wayne,  VVhite,  Whiteside,  Will,  Williamson, 
Winnebago,  Woodford. 

Iowa.  Adair,  Allamakee,  Audubon,  Benton, 
Black  Hawk,  ^one,  Bremer,  Buchanan, 

Buena  Vista,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Cass, 
Cedar,  Cerro  Gordo,  Cherokee,  Chickasaw, 
Clarke,  Cby,  Clayton,  Clinton,  Crawford, 
Dallas,  Davis,  Decatur,  Delaware,  Des 
Moines,  Dickinson,  Dubuque,  Emmet,  Fayette, 
Floyd,  Franklin,  Fremont,  Greene,  Grundy, 
Hamilton,  Hancock,  Hardin,  Harrison,  Henry, 
Howard,  Humboldt  Ida,  Iowa,  Jackson, 
Jasper,  Jefferson,  Johnson,  Jones,  Keokuk. 
Kossuth,  Lee,  Linn,  Louisa,  Lucas,  Lyon, 
Madison,  Mahaska,  Marion,  Marshall,  Mills, 
MitchelL  Monona,  Monroe,  Montgomery. 
Muscatine,  O'Brien,  Osceola,  Page,  Palo  Alto, 
Pocahontas.  Polk,  Pottawattamie,  Poweshiek, 
Plymouth,  Ringgold,  Sac,  Scott  Shelby.  Sioux, 
Stoiy,  Tama,  Taylor,  Union,  Van  Buren, 
Wapello,  Warren,  Washington.  Webster, 
Winnebago,  Winneshiek.  Woodbury,  Worth, 
Wright. 

Kansas.  Anderson.  Barber,  Bourbon, 

Brown,  Chase,  Chautauqua,  Cherokee. 
Cheyenne,  Clark,  Clay,  Coffey,  Comanche, 
Decatur,  Doniphan,  Douglas,  Edwards, 
Ellsworth,  Finney.  Ford,  Gove,  Graham. 
Grant  Gray.  Greeley,  Hamilton,  HaskeU, 
Hodgeman,  JeweU,  Johnson.  Kearney, 
Kingman,  Kiowa,  Labette,  Lane, 

Leavenworth,  Logan,  Marion,  Marshall, 
Meade,  Miamt  Mitchell,  Ness,  Norton, 
Osborne,  Pawnee,  Phillips,  Pottaivatomie, 
Pratt  Rawlins,  Republic,  Riley,  Rooks,  Rush, 
Saline,  Scott  Seward.  Shawnee,  ^eridan, 
Sherman,  Smith,  Stanton,  Stevens,  Thomas, 
Trego,  Wallace,  Washington,  Wichita, 
Woodson,  Wyandotte. 

Kentucky.  Belt  Breathitt  Campbell  Clay, 
Floyd,  Harlan,  Johnson.  Kenton,  Knott  Knox, 
Lawrence,  Lee,  Leslie,  Letcher,  Lewis, 
Magoffin,  Martin,  McCreary,  Menifee, 
Morgan,  Owsley,  Pendleton,  Perry,  Pike, 
Robertson,  Trimble,  Whitley,  Wolfe. 

Mississippi.  Alcorn,  Harrison. 

Missouri.  Audrain.  Dunklin,  Gasconade. 
Hickory,  Lewis,  Moniteau,  Montgomery, 
Perry,  Platte,  Pulaski  St  Louis,  Schuyler, 
Shelby. 

Nebraska.  Banner,  Box  Butte,  Burt 
Cheyenne,  Clay,  Colfax,  Cuming,  Dakota, 
Deuel  Dodge,  Douglas,  Franklin,  Jefferson, 
Lancaster,  Nuckolls,  Perkins,  Stanton, 
Thayer,  Thurston,  Washington,  Wayne. 

New  Mexico.  Catron,  Colfax,  De  Baca. 
Dona  /Uia,  Grant  Guadalupe,  Harding, 
Hidalgo,  Lincoln,  Los  Alamos,  Luna, 
McKinley,  Otero,  Quay,  Rio  Arriba, 
Sandoval  San  Juan,  Sw  Miguel  Santa  Fe, 
Sierra,  Socorro,  Taos,  Torrance,  Union, 
Valencia. 

South  Dakota.  Aurora,  Beadle,  Beimett 
Bon  Homme,  Brookings,  Brown,  Brtile, 
Buffalo,  Butte,  CampteU,  Charles  Mix,  Clark. 
Qay,  Codington,  Corson,  Custer.  Davison, 
Day,  Deuel  Dewey,  Douglas,  Edmunds.  Fall 
River,  Faulk,  Grant  Gregory,  Haakon, 
Hamlin,  Hand,  Hanson,  Harding,  Hughes, 
Hutchison,  Hyde,  Jackson,  Jeraidd. 


Kingsbury.  Lake,  Lawrence,  Lincoln,  Lymaa 
Marshall,  McCook,  McPhersoa  Meade, 
Mellette,  Miner,  Minnehaha,  Moody, 
Pennington,  Perkins,  Potter,  Roberts, 

Sanborn,  Sharmon,  Spink,  Sully,  Todd,  Tripp, 
Turner,  Union,  Walworth,  Washabaugh, 
Yankton,  Zeibach. 

Tennessee.  Anderson,  Blount  Campbell  ^ 
Carter,  Claiborne,  Fentress,  Grainger,  Greene, 
Hamblen,  Hancock,  Johnson,  Knox,  Lake, 
Lewis.  Meigs,  Morgan,  Perry.  Polk.  Roane. 
Robertson.  Scott  ^quatchie,  Sevier. 

Sullivan,  Unicoi,  Union,  Van  Buren. 

Texas.  Armstrong,  Bandera,  Borden, 
Brewster,  Childress,  Comal  Qane. 

Culberson,  Ector.  Gillespie,  Glasscock,  Gray, 
Hansford,  Hartley,  Hemphill  Hudspeth, 
Hutchinson.  Irion,  Jeff  Davis,  Kendall  Kerr. 
Kimble,  Lipscomb,  Llano,  Loving,  Martin, 
Mason,  Menard,  Midland.  Moore,  Newton, 
Ochiltree,  Pecos,  Presidio,  Reagan,  Real, 
Roberts,  ^hleicher,  Sherman,  Sterling, 

Sutton,  Terrell  Tom  Green,  Val  Verde,  Ward, 
Winkler,  Yoakum. 

Utah.  Beaver.  Cache.  Carbon,  Daggett 
Davis,  Duchesne,  Emery,  Grand,  Iron,  Juab. 
Kane,  Millard,  Morgan,  Kute,  Rich,  Salt  Lake, 
San  Juan,  Sanpete,  Sevier,  Summit,  Tooele, 
Uintah,  Utah,  Wasatch,  Washington,  Wayne, 
Weber. 

Puerto  Rico.  Adjuntas,  Aguada,  Aguadilla, 
Aguas  Buenas,  Aibonito,  Anasco,  Arroyo. 
Barceloneta,  Barranquitas,  Bayamon,  Cabo  , 
Rojo,  Caguas,  Canovanas  (Loiza),  Catano, 
Cayey,  Ceiba,  Ciales,  Cidra,  Coamo,  Comerio, 
Corozal,  Culebra,  Dorado,  Fajardo,  Guanica, 
Guayama,  Guaynabo,  Guayanilla, 
Hormigueros,  Humacao,  Jayuya,  Juana  Diaz, 
Juncos,  Lajas,  Lares,  Las  Marias,  Luquillo, 
Manati,  Maricao,  Manuabo,  Mayaguez,  Moca, 
Morovis,  Naranjito,  Orocovis,  Patillas, 
Penuelas,  Ponce,  Rincon,  Rio  Grande,  Rio 
Piedras,  Sabana  Grande,  Salinas,  San 
German,  San  Juan,  San  Lorenzo,  Santa  Isabel, 
Toa  Alta.  Toa  Baja,  Trujillo  Alto.  Utuado, 
Vega  Alta,  Vega  Baja,  Vieques,  Villalba, 
Yabucoa,  Yauco. 

§  78.20  Modified  certified  bruceliosis 
areas. 

The  following  States,  or  specified 
portions  thereof,  are  hereby  designated 
as  Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas: 

(a)  Entire  States. 

Alaska,  Louisiana,  Oklahqma. 

(b)  Specific  Counties  Within  States. 

Alabama.  Autauga,  Baldwin,  Barbour. 

Bibb,  Blount  Bullock,  Butler,  Calhoun. 
Chambers,  Cherokee,  Chilton,  Choctaw, 
Clarke,  Clay,  Cleburne,  Coffee,  Colbert 
Conecuh,  Coosa,  Covington,  Crenshaw, 
Cullman.  Dallas,  De  Kalb,  Elmore,  Etowah, 
Escambia,  Fayette,  Franklin,  Greene,  Hale, 
Henry,  Houston,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Lamar. 
Lauderdale.  Lawrence,  Lee,  Limestone, 
Lowndes,  Macon,  Madison.  Marengo.  Marion, 
Marshall  Mobile,  Monroe,  Montgomery, 
Morgan,  Perry,  Pickens,  Pdie,  Randolph 
Russell,  St.  Qair,  Shelby.  Sumter,  Talladega, 
Tallapoosa,  Tuscaloosa,  Walker, 

Washington,  Wilcox,  Winston. 

Arkansas.  Arkansas,  Ashley,  Benton. 
Boone,  Calhoun,  Chicot,  Clark  Clay, 


Cleburne,  Conway,  Craighead,  Crawford, 
Cross,  Desha,  Faulkner,  Franklin,  Greene, 
Hempstead,  Hot  Spring,  Howard, 
Independence,  Izard,  Jackson,  Johnson, 
Lafayette,  Lawrence,  Lee,  Lincoln,  Little 
River,  Logan.  Lonoke.  Madison,  Miller, 
Mississippi.  Nevada,  Perry,  niillips.  Pike. 
Poinsett  Polk.  Pope,  Prairie,  Pulaski 
Randolph.  Saline,  Scott  St  Francis, 

Sebasthui.  Sevier,  ^arp.  Van  Buren, 
Washington,  White,  Yell. 

Florida.  Alachua.  Bradford,  Brevard, 
Broward,  Charlotte,  Clay,  Collier,  Columbia, 
Dade,  De  Sota,  Duval  Escambia,  Flagler. 
Gadsden,  Gilchrist  Glades.  Gulf,  Hamilton, 
Hardee,  Hendry,  Hernando,  Hillsborough, 
Indian  River,  Jefferson,  Lafayette,  Lake,  Lee, 
Levy.  Madison,  Manatee,  Marion,  Martin, 
Nassau,  Osceola,  Palm  Beach,  Pasco, 

Pinellas,  Polk,  Putnam,  St  Lucie,  Sarasota, 
Sumter,  Suwanee,  Union,  Volusia, 
Washington. 

Georgia.  Baker,  Baldwin,  Barrow,  Bartow, 
Ben  Hill,  Berrien,  Bibb,  Bleckley,  Brooks, 
Calhoim,  Carroll,  Catoosa,  Chattooga, 
Cherokee,  Clay,  Clinch,  Cobb,  Coffee, 
Colquitt  Columbia,  Coweta,  Crisp,  Dade. 
Dawson,  Decatur,  Dodge,  Dooly,  Dougherty, 
Douglas,  Early,  Elbert  Emanuel  Fayette, 
Floyd,  Forsyth,  Fulton,  Gilmer,  Gordon, 

Grady.  Gwinnett  Hall,  Hancock,  Haralson. 
Harris,  Hart,  Heard,  Henry,  Houston.  Irwin. 
Jackson,  Jasper,  Jefferson,  Jenkins,  Jones, 
Lamar,  Lee,  Lincoln,  Lowndes,  Lumpkin, 
Macon,  Madison.  Marion,  McDuffie, 
Meriwether.  Miller.  Mitchell,  Montgomery, 
Morgan,  Murray.  Muscogee,  Newton,  Oconee. 
Oglethrope,  Paulding,  Pickens,  Pierce,  Pike, 
Polk,  Pulaski,  Putnam,  Quitman,  Randolph. 
Rockdale,  Schley,  Seminole,  Spalding, 
Stewart,  Sumter,  Talbot.  Taliaferro,  Tattnall, 
Telfair,  Terrell  Thomas,  Tift,  Towns,  Troups, 
Turner,  Union,  Walker,  Walton,  Warren, 
Washington,  Webster,  Whitfield,  Wilcox, 
Wilkes,  Worth. 

Idaho.  Bannock,  Bonneville,  Cassia, 

Elmore,  Franklin,  Fremont  Gooding, 

Jefferson,  Jerome,  Lincoln,  Madison,  Oneida, 
Teton,  Twin  Falls. 

Illinois.  Jo  Daviess,  Knox. 

Iowa.  Adams,  Appanoose,  Guthrie,  Wayne. 

Kansas.  Allen,  Atchisoit,  Barton,  Butler, 
Cloud,  Cowley,  Crawford,  Dickinson,  Elk, 
Ellis,  Franklin,  Geary,  Greenwood,  Harper, 
Harvey,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Lincoln.  Linn, 
Lyon,  McPherson,  Montgomery,  Morris, 
Morton.  Nemaha,  Neosho.  Osage,  Ottawa, 
Reno.  Rice,  Russell,  Sedgwick.  Stafford. 
Sumner,  Wabaunsee,  Wilson. 

Kentucky.  Adair,  Allen,  Anderson,  Ballard, 
Barren,  Bath,  Boone,  Bourbon,  Boyd,  Boyle. 
Bracken,  Breckinridge,  Bullitt,  Butler, 
Caldwell  Calloway,  Carlisle,  Carroll  Carter. 
Casey,  Christian,  Clark,  Clinton,  Crittenden. 
Cumberland,  Daviess,  Edmonson,  Elliott, 
Estill,  Fayette,  Fleming,  Franklin,  Fulton, 
Gallatin,  Garrard,  Grant  Graves,  Grayson, 
Green,  Greenup,  Hancock,  Hardin,  Harrison, 
Hart,  Henderson,  Henry.  Hickman,  Hopkins, 
Jackson.  Jefferson.  Jessamine,  Larue,  Laurel, 
Lincoln,  Livingston.  Logan,  Lyon,  Madisoit 
Marion,  Marshall,  Mason,  McCracken, 
McLean,  Meade,  Mercer,  Metcalfe,  Monroe, 
Montgomery,  Muhlenberg,  Nelson,  Nicholas, 
Ohio,  Oldham,  Owen,  Powell  Pulaski, 
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Rockcastle,  Rowan,  RusseU,  Scott,  Sbelby, 
Simpson,  Spencer,  Taylor,  Todd,  Twigg. 

Union.  Warren.  Washington,  Wayne, 

Webster,  Woodford. 

Mississippi.  Adams,  Amite,  Attala,  Benton, 
Bolivar,  CaUioun,  Carroll,  Chickasaw, 
Choctaw,  Claiborne,  Qarke,  Clay,  Coahoma, 
Copiah,  Covington,  De  Soto,  Forrest, 

Franklin,  George,  Greene,  Grenada.  Hancock, 
Hinds.  Holmes,  Humphreys,  Issaquena, 
Itawamba,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Jefferson, 

Jefferson  Davis,  Jones,  Kemper,  Lafayette, 
Lamar,  Lauderdale,  Lawrence,  Leake,  Lee, 
LeFlore,  Lincoln,  Lowndes,  Madison,  Marion, 
Marshall,  Monroe,  Montgomery,  Neshoba, 
Newton,  Noxubee,  Oktibbeha,  Panola,  Peari 
River,  Perry,  Pike,  Pontotoc,  Prentiss. 

Quitman,  Rankin,  Scott  Sharkey,  Simpson, 
Smith,  Stone,  Sunflower,  Tallahatchie,  Tate, 
Tippah,  Tishimingo,  Tunica,  Union,  Walthall 
Warren,  Washington,  Wayne,  Webster, 
Wilkinson,  Winston,  Yalobusha,  Yazoo. 

Missouri.  Adair.  Andrew,  Atchinson, 

Barry,  Barton,  Bates,  Benton,  Bollinger, 

Boone,  Buchanan,  Butler,  C^dweU,  Callaway, 
Camden,  Cape  Girardeau,  Carroll  Carter, 
Cass,  Cedar,  Chariton,  Christian.  Clark,  Clay, 
Clinton,  Cole,  Cooper,  Crawford,  Dade. 

Dallas,  Daviess,  DeKalb,  Dent  Douglas, 
Franklin,  Gentry,  Greene,  Gnmdy,  Harrison, 
Henry,  Holt  Howard,  Howell  Iron,  Jackson, 
Jasper,  Jefferson,  Johnson,  Knox,  Laclede, 
Lafayette,  Lawrence,  Lincoln,  Linn, 

Livingston,  Macon,  Madison,  Maries.  Marion, 
McDonald,  Mercer,  Miller,  Mississippi 
Monroe,  Morgan,  New  Madrid,  Newton. 
Nodaway,  Oregon,  Osage,  Ozark,  Pemiscot 
Pettis,  Phelps,  Pike,  PoUu  Putnam,  Ralls, 
Randolph,  Ray.  Reynolds.  Ripley,  St  Charles, 
St  Clair,  St  Francois,  St  Genevieve,  Saline, 
Scotland,  Scott  Cannon.  Stoddard,  Stone, 
Sullivan  Taney,  Texas,  Vernon,  Warren, 
Washington,  Wa3me,  Webster,  Worth, 

Wright, 

Nebraska.  Adams,  Antelope,  Arthur, 

Blaine,  Boone,  Boyd,  Brown,  Buffalo,  Butler, 
Cass,  Cedar,  Chase,  Cherry,  Custer,  Dawes, 
Dawson,  Dixon,  Dundy,  Fillmore,  Frontier, 
Furnas,  Gage,  Garden,  Garfleld,  Gosper, 
Grant  Greeley,  Hall,  Hamilton,  Harlan, 
Hayes,  Hitchcock,  Holt  Hooker,  Howard, 
Johnson,  Kearney,  Keith,  Keya  Paha,  Kimball, 
Knox,  Lincoln,  Logan.  Loup,  Madison, 
McPherson,  Merrick,  Mor^  Nance.  Nemaha, 
Otoe,  Pawnee,  Mielps,  Pierce,  Platte,  Polk, 
Redwillow,  Richardson,  Rock,  Sarpy, 
Saunders,  Scotts  Bluff,  Seward,  Sheridan, 
Sherman,  Sioux,  Thomas,  Valley,  Webster, 
Wheeler,  York. 

New  Mexico.  Bernalillo,  Chaves,  Curry, 
Eddy,  Lea;  Mora,  Roosevelt 

South  Dakota.  Jones,  Stanley. 

Tennessee.  Bedford,  Benton,  Bledsoe, 
Bradley,  Cannon,  Carroll,  Cheatham,  Chester, 
Clay,  Cocke,  Coffee,  Crockett  Cumberland, 
Davidson,  Decatur,  DeKalb,  Dickson,  Dyer, 
Fayette,  Franklin,  Gibson,  Giles,  Grundy, 
Hamilton,  Hardeman,  Hardin,  Hawkins, 
Haywood,  Henderson,  Henry,  Hickman, 
Houston,  Humphreys,  Jackson,  Jefferson, 
Lauderdale,  Lawrence,  Lincoln,  Loudon, 
Macon,  Madison,  Marion,  Marshall,  Maury, 
McMinn,  McNairy,  Monroe,  Montomery, 
Moore,  Obion,  Overton,  Pickett  Putnam, 
Rhea.  Rutherford,  Shelby,  Smith,  Stewart, 


Sumner,  Tipton,  Trousdale,  Warren, 
Washington,  Wayne,  Weakley,  White, 
Williamson,  Wilson. 

Texas.  Anderson,  Andrews,  Angelina, 
Aransas,  Archer,  Atascosa.  Austin,  Bailey, 
Bastrop.  Baylor,  Bee,  Bell  ^xar,  Blanco, 
Bosque,  Bowie,  Brazoria,  Brazos,  Briscoe, 
Brooks,  Brown,  Burleson,  Burnet  Caldwell 
Calhoun,  Callahan/Cameron.  Camp,  Carson, 
Cass,  Castro,  Chambers.  Cherokee.  Clay, 
Cochran,  Coke,  Coleman.  Collin, 
Collingsworth,  Colorado,  Comanche,  Concho, 
Cooke,  Corye^  Cottle,  Crockett  Crosby, 
Dallam,  Dallas,  Dawson,  Deaf  Smith.  Delta, 
Denton,  De  Witt  Didcens,  Dbnmitt  Donley, 
Duval,  Eastland,  Edwards,  Ellis,  El  Paso, 

Erath,  Falls,  Fannin,  Fayette,  ^sher,  Floyd, 
Foard,  Fort  Bend,  Franldin,  Fteestone,  Frio, 
Gaines,  Galveston,  Garza,  Goliad,  Gonzales. 
Grayson,  Gregg,  Grimes,  Guadalupe,  Hale, 
Hall,  Hamilton,  Hardemait  Hardin.  Harris, 
Harrison,  Haskell  Hays.  Henderson,  Hidalgo. 
Hill  Hoddey,  Hood,  Hopkins,  Houston, 
Howard,  Hunt  Jack,  Jadcson,  Jasper. 

Jefferson,  Jim  Hogg,  Jim  Wells,  Johnson, 

Jones,  Karnes,  Kaufman,  Kenedy.  Kent  King, 
Kinney.  Klebeig,  Knox,  Lamar,  Lamb, 
Lampasas,  La  Salle,  Lavaca,  Lee,  Leon, 
Liberty,  Limestone,  Live  Oak,  Lubbock,  Lynn, 
McCuUoch.  McLennan,  McMullen,  Madison, 
Marion,  Matagorda,  Maverick,  Medina, 

Milam,  Mills,'Mitchell  Montague, 
Montgomery,  Morris,  Motley,  Nacogdoches. 
Navarro,  Nolan,  Nueces,  Oldham,  Orange. 
Palo  Pinto,  Panola,  Parker.  Parmer,  Polk, 
Potter,  Rains,  Randall  Red  River,  Reeves, 
Rufligio.  Robertson.  Rockwall  Ruimels,  Rusk. 
Sabine,  San  Augustine,  San  Jacinto,  San 
Patrido.  San  Saba,  Scurry.  Shackelford, 
Shelby.  Smith,  Somervell  Starr.  Stephens, 
Stonewall,  Swisher,  Tarrant  Taylor.  Terry, 
Throckmorton.  Titus,  Travis,  Triiiity,  lyier, 
Upshur.  Upton,  Uvalde,  Van  Zandt  Victoria, 
Walker,  Waller,  Washi^on,  Webb, 

Wharton,  Wheeler,  Wichita,  Wilbarger. 
Willacy.  Williamson,  Wilson.  Wise,  Wood, 
Young,  Zapata,  Zavala. 

Utah.  Box  Elder,  Garfield. 

Puerto  Rico.  Aredbo,  Camuy,  Carolina, 
Gurabo,  Hatillo,  Isabela,  Las  Piedras, 
Naguabo,  Quebradillas,  San  Sebastian. 

§  78.20  Noncwtillod  areas. 

The  following  States,  or  specified 
portions  thereof,  are  hereby  designated 
as  Noncertified  Brucellosis  Areas: 

(a)  Entire  States. 

Yellowstone  National  Paric 

(b)  Specific  Counties  Within  States. 

Florida.  Highlands,  Okeechobee. 

(Secs.  4-7, 23  Stat  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat  791-792,  as  amended  sec.  3, 33 
Stat  1265,  as  amended;  sec.  2, 65  Stat  693; 
and  secs.  3  and  11, 76  Stat.  130, 132,  (21  U.S.C. 
111-113, 114a-l.  115, 117, 120, 121, 125, 134b. 
134f);  37  FR  28464,  28477;  38  FR 19141,  9  CFR 
78.25) 

lliese  amendments  designating  areas 
as  Certified  Brucellosis-Free  Areas 
relieve  restrictions  presently  imposed  on 
cattle  moved  in  interstate  commerce. 
These  restrictions  are  no  longer 
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necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
brucellosis,  and  these  amendments  must 
be  made  effective  immediately  in  order 
to  permit  affected  persons  to  move 
cattle  interstate  firom  such  areas  without 
unnecessary  restrictions. 

The  amendments  designating  areas  as 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas 
relieves  restrictions  presently  imposed 
on  cattle  and  bison  moved  finm  that 
area  in  interstate  commerce.  These 
restricti(ms  are  no  longer  necessary  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  brucellosis,  and 
these  amendments  must  be  made 
effective  immediately  in  order  to  permit 
affected  persons  to  move  cattle 
interstate  from  such  areas  without 
unnecessary  restrictions. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  this  final  rule  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  this  ^al  rule  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  publication  of  this 
document  in  &e  Federal  Register. 

Fmiher,  this  final  rule  has  not  been 
designated  as  “significanl"  and  is  being 
published  in  accordance  with  the 
emergency  procedures  in  Executive 
Order  12044  and  Secretary's 
Memorandum  1955.  It  has  been 
determined  by  Paul  Becton,  Director. 
National  Brucellosis  Eradication 
Program,  AI^S,  VS,  USDA,  that  the 
emergency  nature  of  this  final  rule 
warrants  publication  without 
opporhmity  for  public  comment  and 
preparation  of  an  impact  analysis 
statement  at  this  time. 

This  final  rule  will  be  scheduled  for 
review  under  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  12044  and  Secretary's 
Memorandum  1955. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th  day  of 
June  1979. 

M.T.Goff. 

Acting  Deputy  Administratar,  Veterinary 
Services. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19462  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

MLLINQ  CODE  S419-34-II 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Industry  and  Trade  Administratipn 
15  CFR  Part  377 

Short  Supply  Control^  Removal  of 
Validated  Licenaing  Requirement  for 
Exports  of  Petroleum  Coke 

agency:  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  Bureau  of  Trade 
Regulation.  Industry  and  Trade 
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Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

action;  Final  rule. _ 

summary:  This  action  removes  the 
validated  licensing  requirement  for 
exports  of  petroleum  coke,  both  calcined 
and  uncalcined,  in  view  ot  its  abundant 
supply  and  limited  energy  use  within  the 
United  States. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  19, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Converse  Hettinger,  Director,  short 
Supply  Division,  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  DC  20230 
(telephone  202-377-3795). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  rule 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  7. 1976  (41  FR  44155),  the 
Department  of  Commerce  placed 
validated  licensing  controls  on  exports 
of  petroleum  coke,  both  calcined  and 
uncalcined,  “in  order  to  assure:  (a)  That 
exports  of  this  commodity  are  for  non¬ 
energy  use,  or  (b)  that  exports  of  this 
commodity  do  not  increase  to  the  extent 
additional  coke  manufacture  becomes 
expedient  at  the  expense  (i.e.  in  lieu  of 
the  production)  of  liquid  energy 
materials."  This  rule  was  later  modified 
by  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  2, 1977  (42  FR  61253),  which 
removed  one  of  the  export  license 
documentation  requirements  established 
in  the  original  rule  which  had  had  the 
effect  of  impeding  exports  of  these 
commodities.  The  major  references  in 
the  Export  Administration  Regulations 
regarding  exports  of  petroleum  coke  are 
at  §§  377.6(d)(8)  and  377.6(e)(7). 

Subsequently,  by  notice  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  February  28, 1979 
(44  FR  11239),  the  Department 
announced  that  it  was  considering 
removing  the  validated  licensing 
requirement  for  exports  of  petroleum 
coke,  both  calcined  and  uncalcined, 
because  of  preliminary  indications  that: 
(1)  Such  action  would  not  contribute  to  a 
decrease  in  domestic  energy  supplies  as 
the  use  of  petroleum  coke  as  a  fuel 
within  the  United  States  is  limited  due 
to  environmental  restrictions;  (2)  it  is  in 
the  national  interest  to  encourage  the 
expansion  of  coking  facilities  in 
domestic  refineries  so  as  to  increase 
their  capability  to  produce  lighter 
petroleum  products  from  heavy 
domestic  crude  oils,  such  as  those 
produced  in  Alaska  and  California;  and 
(3)  petroleum  coke  stocks  in  the  United 
States  appear  to  exceed  domestic  needs, 
and  refiners  should  thus  not  be  subject 
to  restrictions  which  could  inhibit  their 
ability  to  market  this  product  abroad. 


To  assist  the  Department  in 
completing  its  evaluation  of  the  matter, 
this  notice  invited  public  comment  on 
the  merits  of  the  proposed  action,  such 
comments  to  be  received  by  March  26, 
1979. 

In  response  to  this  notice,  comments 
were  received  fi'om  18  firms,  all 
supporting  the  Department’s  preliminary 
determinations  cited  above  and  all 
endorsing  the  proposed  removal  of  the 
validated  licensing  requirement  for 
exports  of  peftroleum  coke.  No  comments 
were  received  fi'om  any  party  opposing 
the  proposed  action. 

Therefore,  after  reviewing  these 
comments  and  after  consultation  with 
the  Department  of  Energy — ^which  has 
concurred  in  the  action  announced 
herein — the  Department  has  determined 
that  the  present  controls  over  exports  of 
petroleum  coke,  both  calcined  and 
uncalcined,  are  no  longer  necessary  and 
their  removal  is  in  the  national  interest. 
Because  this  action  removes  a  current 
restriction  on  the  export  of  petroleum 
coke  it  is  being  made  effective 
immediately  as  of  the  effective  date 
stated  above. 

Further,  this  action  makes  certain 
technical  changes  to  the  Regulations 
unrelated  to  petroleum  coke  by  deleting 
certain  sections  which  were  applicable 
during  a  past  time  period  and  are  no 
longer  necessary. 

It  has  been  determined  that  these 
regulatory  changes  are  “not  significant” 
within  the  meaning  of  Department  of 
Commerce  Administrative  Order  218-7 
(44  FR  2082  et  seq.,  January  9. 1979),  and 
Industry  and  Trade  Administration 
Administrative  Instructions  1-6  (44  FR 
2093  et  seq.,  January  9 1979),  which 
implement  Executive  Order  12044  (43  FR 
12661  et  seq.,  March  23, 1978), 

“Improving  Government  Regulations." 

Accordingly,  the  Export 
Administration  Regulations  (15  CFR  Part 
368  et  seq.)  are  revised  as  follows: 

1.  Section  377.6(d)(8)  Group  P  is 
deleted  and  §  377.6(dl(9)  through  (11)  are 
renumbered  consecutively. 

2.  Section  377.6(d)(12)  is  deleted. 

3.  Section  377.7(e)(7)  is  deleted  and 
S  377.6(e)(8)  through  (11)  are 
renumbered  consecutively. 

4.  In  Supplement  No.  2  to  Part  377  the 
sentence  reading  “Applications  against 
non-historical  quotas  for  butane 
(Commodity  Group  K)  for  fourth  quarter 
1978:  Not  later  than  close  of  business 
December  18, 1978.”  is  deleted. 

(Sec.  4  Pub.  L  91-184,  83  Stat.  842  (50  U.S.C. 
App.  2403),  as  amended;  EO.  12002, 42  FR 
35623  (1977);  Sec.  103,  Pub.  L  94-163,  89  StaL 
877  (42  U.S.C.  6212);  EO.  11912, 41  FR  15825,  3 
CFR  1969  Comp.;  10  U.S.C.  7430;  Department 
Organization  Order  10-3,  dated  December  4, 


1977, 42  FR  64721  (1977),  as  amended;  and 
Industry  and  Trade  Administration 
Organization  and  Function  Order  45-1,  dated 
December  4. 1977, 42  FR  64716  (1977),  as 
amended.) 

Stanley  J.  Matcuss, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Trade 
Regulation. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19443  Filed  6-19-79;  11:19  ami 
BHJJNQ  CODE  3510-2S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
19  CFR  Part  162 
[JJD.  79-160] 

Fines,  Penalties,  Forfeitures,  and 
Liquidated  Damages  for  Violations  of 
the  Customs  and  Navigation  Laws, 
Amended 

Correcthn 

In  FR  Doc.  79-17245  appearing  at  page 
31950  in  the  issue  for  Monday,  June  4, 
1979,  make  the  following  correction:  On 
page  31957,  in  the  third  column,  in 
§  162.51(a),  in  the  4th  line,  after  the 
citation,  “19  (U.S.C.  1613),”  insert  the 
word,  “and”. 
buxino  code  isos-oi-m 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration 

20  CFR  Part  404 

[Regulation  No.  4] 

Federal  Old-Age,  Survivors,  and 
Disability  Insurance  (1950-  y. 
Reduction  of  Spouse’s  Benefits  Due  to 
Receipt  of  Government  Pension 

Correctian 

In  FR  Doc.  79-15621  appearing  at  page 
29046  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  May  18. 
1979,  on  page  29047,  third  column, 
second  line  of  §  404.408a(b),  delete  the 
word  “to”. 

mUJNOCOOE  ISOS-OVN 
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Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  146 

[Docket  No.  76P-0181] 

Orange  Juice  With  Preservative  and 
Concentrated  Orange  Juice  With 
Preservative;  Amendment  of 
Standards  of  Identity 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
standards  of  identity  for  orange  juice 
with  preservative  and  concentiated 
orange  juice  with  preservative  to 
provide  for  the  use  of  safe  and  suitable 
preservatives  in  lieu  of  listing  each 
preservative  that  may  be  used.  The 
agency  is  also  provichng  for  appropriate 
labeling  requirements  for  declaring  the 
preservatives.  The  amended  standards 
will  give  manufacturers  a  wider  choice 
of  preservatives  for  use  in  these  foods 
without  the  need  to  amend  the 
standards  further. 

DATES:  Effective  July  1, 1981  for  all 
products  initially  introduced  into 
interstate  commerce  on  or  after  this 
date. 

Voluntary  compliance:  July  23, 1979. 

Objections  by  July  23, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Written  objections  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT:  F.  Leo  Kau^an,  Bureau  of 
Foods  (HFF-414),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20204.  202-245-1164. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  11, 1977 
(42  FR  58761),  FDA  issued  a  proposal 
based,  in  part,  on  a  petition  hied  by  tlie 
American  Hoechst  Corp.,  to  amend  the 
standards  of  identity  for  orange  juice 
with  preservative  (21  CFR  146.152)  and 
concentrated  orange  juice  with 
preservative  (21  CFR  146.154)  to  (1) 
provide  for  the  optional  use  of  safe  and 
suitable  preservatives  or  combinations 
thereof.  (2)  delete  the  provision  that 
permits  sodium  benzoate  to  be  used  in 
an  amoimt  not  exceeding  0.2  percent  by 
weight,  and  (3)  specify  labeling 
requirements  when  a  preservative  is 
used  at  a  level  higher  than  provided  for 
in  the  applicable  sections  of  21  CFR 
Parts  182  and  184. 

FDA  received  seven  letters  in 
response  to  the  proposal.  Six  conunents 
supported  and  one  opposed  providing 
for  the  use  of  safe  and  suitable 
preservatives.  Three  of  these  six 
comments  opposed  most  of  the  proposed 


requirements  for  declaring  preservatives 
on  the  label.  Discussion  of  the  comments 
and  the  agency’s  responses  are  as 
follows: 

1.  One  conunent  stated  that  FDA’s 
policy  of  providing  for  the  use  of  any 
safe  and  suitable  ingredient  in  foods 
traditionally  subject  to  “recipe”  type 
standards  of  identity  (hereafter,  recipe 
standards)  reduces  the  consumer’s 
ability  to  shop  comparatively.  The 
comment  maintained  that  FDA  has 
replaced  the  recipe  approach,  in  which 
all  optional  ingredients  used  were 
prominently  listed,  with  a  kind  of 
labeling  by  class  that  offers  little 
ingredient  information  other  than  to  the 
very  sophisticated  consumer. 

FDA  does  not  believe  that  the 
consumer’s  ability  to  shop 
comparatively  is  reduced  by  replacing 
the  traditional  recipe  standards  with 
standards  that  permit  the  use  of  safe 
and  suitable  ingredients.  Both  types  of 
standards  may  require  that  each 
optional  ingredient  used  be  declared  on 
the  label  by  its  common  or  usual  name. 
Thus,  the  current  standards  for  orange 
juice  with  preservative  and 
concentrated  orange  juice  with 
preservative  list  sorbic  acid  and  sodium 
benzoate  as  permitted  preservatives  and 
require  the  label  declaration  of  the 
names  and  the  percent  by  weight  of  the 
preservative  used.  The  revised 
regulations  set  forth  in  this  document 
permit  any  safe  and  suitable 
preservatives  to  be  used  and  require 
that  the  preservatives  used  be  declared 
on  the  label  by  their  common  or  usual 
name  and  the  percent  by  weight  used. 
The  agency  concludes  that  labeling 
under  the  safe-and-suitable  approach 
fully  informs  the  consumer  al^t  the 
ingredients  used  in  the  food. 

2.  One  comment  stated  that  the  safe- 
and-suitable  policy  encourages  the  use 
of  nontraditional  additives  in  foods 
previously  subject  to  the  limitations  of 
recipe  standards  at  a  time  when  many 
scientists  and  consumers  are  realizing 
that  prior  safety  decisions  made  by  FDA 
and  others  are  to  be  trusted  less  and 
less. 

The  agency  points  out  that  the  recipe 
standards  do  not  necessarily  guarantee  - 
that  the  ingredients  listed  as  permitted 
will  always  be  considered  safe.  FDA  is 
currently  reviewing  the  status  of  all* 
ingredients  used  in  foods.  It  is  possible 
that  some  of  the  currently  approved 
ingredients  will  not  be  approved  under 
today’s  standards  for  testing  such 
substances.  If  the  status  of  an  ingredient 
is  changed,  the  Gonditions  resulting  from 
the  change  will  apply  to  both  recipe  and 
safe-and-suitable  standards. 


3.  Several  comments  opposed  the 
proposed  requirement  that,  if  a 
preservative  is  used  at  a  level  higher 
than  that  provided  for  in  the  applicable 
sections  of  21  CFR  Parts  182  and  184,  the 
label  bear  a  statement  that  the  food  in 
which  it  is  used  shall  contain  a  level  of 
preservative  no  higher  than  that 
provided  in  those  parts  of  the 
regulations.  Some  of  the  comments 
argued  that  each  food  manufactiu^r  is 
responsible  for  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  and  the  regulations 
issued  thereunder,  and  that  it  is 
unreasonable  to  attempt  to  transfer  the 
burden  of  one  manufactiu^r’s  legal 
obligation  to  another.  Another  comment 
stated  that,  although  these  products 
have  been  marketed  for  years  under  the 
existing  standard  without  such  a  label 
statement,  it  was  unaware  of  any 
problems  associated  with  their  intended 
use.  One  of  the  conunents  stated  that 
these  foods  are  generally  marketed  in 
drums  or  barrels  and  that  the  labeling  is 
done  by  stenciling.  The  comment 
maintained  that  the  new  labeling 
requirement  would  virtually  elii^ate 
this  economical  practice  and  increase 
costs  without  apparent  benefit  to  the 
consumer. 

Based  on  these  comments,  FDA  has 
reconsidered  the  need  for  the  proposed 
label  statement  The  agency  agrees  that 
it  is  each  manufacturer’s  responsibility 
to  make  certain  that  all  foods  packed 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  act 
FDA  therefore  concludes  that  the 
proposed  warning  statement  is 
■  unnecessary  and  has  deleted  the 
requirement  from  the  final  regulation  set 
forth  in  this  document 

4.  Two  comments  suggested  that  the 
percent  by  weight  of  the  preservative 
used  should  be  declared  on  the  label 
whether  or  not  the.preservative  is  used 
at  levels  higher  than  those  permitted  by 
Parts  182  and  184.  The  comments  stated 
that  orange  Juice  with  preservative  and 
concentrated  orange  juice  with 
preservative  are  foods  fqr  further 
manufacturing  and  sold  only  to 
processors  of  other  foods  who  mix  the 
juices  with  other  ingredients  to  produce 
products  containing  relatively  low 
percentages  of  orange  juice.  One 
comment  further  stated  that  the 
preservative  level  after  dilution  will  be 
less  than  the  percentage  specified  in 
Parts  182  and  184.  Thus,  a  manufacturer 
wishing  to  have  enough  preservative  in 
the  finished  beverage  to  prevent 
spoilage  will  have  to  add  more 
preservative.  Consequently,  the 
manufacturer  must  loiow  how  much 
preservative  is  contained  in  the  “orange 
juice”  as  purchased. 
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FDA  agrees  that  the  manufacturer 
must  know  how  much  preservative  is 
contained  in  the  orange  juice  as 
purchased.  The  agency  concludes  that 
the  percent  by  weight  of  the 
preservative  used,  regardless  of  the 
amount,  should  be  declared  on  the  label 
as  required  by  the  present  regulations 
and  has  so  provided  in  the  Hnal 
regulation. 

5.  Two  comments  opposed  the 
proposed  label  statement  that  “this  food 
must  be  used  only  for  further 
manufacturing.”  They  asserted  that  this 
statement  is  unnecessary  because  these 
foods  are  generally  packed  in  drums  or 
barels  to  be  used  for  further 
manufacturing  and  could  not  be  sold  at 
retail. 

The  agency  agrees  that  if  these  foods 
are  packed  in  drums  or  barrels,  the 
proposed  label  statement  is 
unnecessary.  However,  because  of  its 
concern  over  the  possibility  that  the 
products  could  inadvertently  be  sold 
through  retail  channels  if  the  two  foods 
are  packed  in  containers  other  than 
drums  or  barrels,  FDA  is  requiring  that 
when  the  foods  are  packed  in  containers 
whose  capacities  are  less  than  19  liters 
(5  gallons),  the  label  shall  bear  a 
statement  indicating  that  the  foods  are 
"for  further  manufacturing  use  only." 

6.  One  comment  stated  that  the 
proposed  provision  that  would  require 
each  of  the  optional  ingredients  used  to 
be  declared  on  the  label  is  imnecessary 
because  the  only  ingredients  present  are 
orange  juice  or  concentrated  orange 
juice  and  preservative.  The  comment 
claimed  that  a  statement  of  the  percent 
by  weight  and  name  of  the  preservative 
used  coupled  with  the  name  of  the  food 
is  a  complete  list  of  ingredients,  and 
suggested  that  any  other  listing  would 
be  redundant. 

FDA  agrees  that  if  a  preservative  is 
the  only  optional  ingredient  used  in 
these  foods,  the  declaration  of  the 
preservative  used  along  with  the  name 
of  the  food  on  the  principal  display 
panel  constitutes  a  list  of  the  optional 
ingredients  used  as  required  by  21  CFR 
Part  101.  However,  if  concentrated 
orange  juice  with  preservative 
(§  146.154)  contains  a  sweetener  as 
permitted  by  the  standard,  then  a  listing 
of  ail  optional  ingredients  used  shall 
appear  together  on  either  the  principal 
display  panel  or  information  panel  of 
the  label. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  401, 
701(e),  52  Stat.  1046  as  amended,  70  Stat. 
919  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  341,  371(e))) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 


CFR  5.1),  Part  146  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  In  5  146.152  by  revising  paragraphs 
(b)  and  (d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  146.152  Orange  juice  with  preservative. 

*  *  *  * 

(b)  The  preservatives  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  are  any 
safe  and  suitable  preservatives  or 
combinations  thereof. 

♦  ♦  *  ♦  * 

(d)  Each  of  the  optional  ingredients 
used  shall  be  declared  on  the  label  as 
required  by  the  applicable  sections  of 
Part  101  of  this  chapter.  In  addition,  the 
name  of  each  preservative  shall  be 
preceded  by  a  statement  of  the  percent 
by  weight  of  the  preservative  used.  If  the 
food  is  packed  in  container  sizes  that 
are  less  than  19  liters  (5  gallons),  the 
label  shall  bear  a  statement  indicating 
that  the  food  is  for  further 
manufactiuing  use  only. 

*  «  *  '♦  *  - 

2.  In  §  146.154  by  revising  paragraphs 
(b)  and  (d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  146.154  Concentrated  orange  Juice  with 
preservative. 

*  •  •  •  # 

(b)  The  preservatives  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  are  any 
safe  and  suitable  preservatives  or 
combinations  thereof. 

«  •  *  o  * 

(d)  Each  of  the  optional  ingredients 
used  shall  be  declared  on  the  label  as 
required  by  the  applicable  sections  of 
Part  101  of  this  chapter.  In  addition,  the 
name  of  each  preservative  shall  be 
preceded  by  a  statement  of  the  percent 
by  weight  of  the  preservative  used.  If  the 
food  is  packed  in  container  sizes  that 
are  less  than  19  liters  (5  gallons),  the 
label  shall  bear  a  statement  indicating 
that  the  food  is  for  further 
manufacturing  use  only. 

«  •  #  *  *  *  * 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  regulation  may 
at  any  time  on  or  before  July  23, 1979, 
submit  to  the  Hearing  Clerk  [HFA-305), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4- 
65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857,  written  objections  thereto  and 
may  make  a  written  request  for  a  public 
hearing  on  the  stated  objections.  Each 
objection  shall  be  separately  numbered 
and  each  numbered  objection  shall 
specify  with  particularity  the  provision 
of  the  regulation  to  which  objection  is 
made.  Each  numbered  objection  on 
which  a  hearing  is  requested  shall 
specifically  so  state;  failure  to  request  a 
hearing  for  any  particular  objection 
shall  constitute  a  waiver  of  the  right  to  a 


hearing  on  that  objection.  Each 
numbered  objection  for  which  a  hearing 
is  requested  shall  include  a  detailed 
description  and  analysis  of  the  specific 
factual  information  intended  to  be 
presented  in  support  of  the  objection  in 
the  event  that  a  hearing  is  hel^  failure 
to  include  such  a  description  and 
analysis  for  any  particular  objection 
shall  constitute  a  waiver  of  the  right  to  a 
hearing  on  the  objection.  Four  copies  of 
all  documents  shall  be  submitted  and 
shall  be  identified  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk  docket  number  found  in  brackets 
in  the  heading  of  this  regulation. 
Received  objections  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m. 
and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  Except  as  to  any 
provisions  that  may  be  stayed  by  the 
filing  of  proper  objections,  compliance 
with  this  final  regulation,  including  any 
required  labeling  changes,  may  begin 
July  23, 1979,  and  all  products  initially 
introduced  into  interstate  commerce  on 
or  after  July  1, 1981  shall  fiilly  comply. 
Notice  of  the  filing  of  objections  or  lack 
thereof  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Secs.  401,  701(e),  52  Stat  1046  as  amended. 
70  Stat  919  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  341. 
371(e)).) 

Dated:  June  13, 1979. 

Joseph  P.  Hile, 

Associate  Commissioner  for  Regulatory 
Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19316  Filed  fr-21-79: 8:4$  am] 
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21  CFR  Part  310 

[Docket  No.  75N-0244] 

Drugs  for  Human  Use;  Over-the- 
Counter  (OTC)  Daytime  Sedatives 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  order. 

summary:  This  document  contains  the 
final  decision  that  any  ingredient  when 
labeled  for  use  as  an  over-the-counter 
(OTC)  daytime  sedative  is  not  generally 
recognized  as  safe  and  effective  for  this 
intended  use.  Any  product  marketed  for 
this  use  would  be  subject  to  regulatory 
action  unless  it  is  the  subject  of  an 
approved  new  drug  application.  The 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  is 
taking  this  action  after  considering 
public  comments  on  the  tentative  final 
order  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  June  13, 1978  (43  FR  25544).  This  final 
decision  is  part  of  FDA’s  ongoing  review 
of  OTC  drug  products. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24. 1979. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACH 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bmeau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Reg^ter  of  December  8, 1975  (40 
FR  57292],  die  agency,  under 
s  330.10(a)(6)  (21  CFR  330.10(a)(6)), 
issued  a  proposal  to  establish 
monographs  for  OTC  nighttime  sleep* 
aid,  daytime  sedative,  and  stimulant 
drug  products,  together  with  the 
conclusions  and  recommendations  of 
the  Advisory  Review  Panel  on  OTC 
Sedative,  Sleep-Aid,  and  Tranquilizer 
Drug  Products. 

In  accordance  with  S  330.10(a)(2)  (21 
CFR  330.10(a)(2]],  the  data  and 
information  considered  by  the  Panel 
were  put  on  public  display  in  the  office 
of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA),  Rm.  4-65, 5600 
Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20857,  after 
deletion  of  trade  secret  information. 

Tentative  final  orders  pertaining  to 
OTC  nighttime  sleep-aid  and  stimulant 
drug  products  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  13, 1978  (43  FR 
25544).  OTC  daytime  sedatives  were 
discussed  in  the  preamble  to  those 
orders  but  did  not  appear  in  a 
monograph  included  with  the  orders 
because  all  OTC  daytime  sedatives 
were  placed  in  Category  n  as  not 
generally  recognized  as  safe  and 
efiective  for  OTC  use.  Interested 
persons  were  invited  to  file,  within  60 
days,  written  objections  and  to  request 
an  oral  hearing  before  the  Commissioner 
regarding  the  tentative  final  orders. 

This  order  contains  the  agency’s  final 
decision  on  OTC  daytime  sedative  drug 
products  only.  The  agency’s  fin^l 
decision  on  OTC  nighttime  sleep-aid 
and  stimulant  drug  products  will  be 
discussed  in  future  documents. 
Accordingly,  only  those  comments  and 
portions  of  comments  addressed  to  the 
agency’s  conclusions  on  daytime 
sedatives  (43  FR  25593)  are  discussed 
below.  In  response  to  the  tentative  final 
order,  five  comments  were  received 
fi-om  three  consumers,  one  consumer 
group,  and  one  manufacturer. 

A.  ’The  Agency’s  Conclusions  on  the 
Comments 

1.  Comments  from  individual 
consumers  expressed  personal  opinions 
in  favor  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
agency’s  decision  to  place  daytime 
sedatives  in  Category  n.  The  comment 
in  favor  of  the  decision  stated  that 
taking  this  action  will  reduce  the 
number  of  drugs  that  are  subject  to 


abuse.  ’The  comments  opposed  to  the 
decision  stated  that  certain  OTC 
daytime  sedative  products  had  provided 
relief  for  particular  conditions 
(sleeplessness  and  headache)  which  are 
unrelated  to  the  indications  for  a 
daytime  sedative. 

The  comments  opposed  to  the 
agency’s  decision  to  place  OTC  daytime 
sedatives  in  Category  n  provided 
personal  testimony  in  support  of  specific 
OTC  daytime  sedative  products  but  did 
not  offer  any  reason  to  change  the 
agency's  decision.  The  agency  reaffirms 
the  conclusions  stated  in  paragraph  68 
of  the  preamble  to  the  June  13. 1978 
tentative  final  orders. 

2.  One  comment  urged  FDA  to  take 
action  outside  the  noimal  regulatory 
procedures  to  immediately  remove 
scopolamine  firom  OTC  daytime 
sedative  products  because  scopolamine 
is  both  unsafe  and  ineffective  for  this 
intended  use. 

The  agency’s  policy  with  respect  to 
ingredients  in  OTC  dinig  products  has 
been  to  take  action  outside  the  normal 
OTC  regulatory  process  only  when 
continued  marketing  of  the  ingredient 
poses  a  Sufficient  health  hazard,  e.g., 
halogenated  salicylanilides.  The  agency 
stated  in  paragraph  71  of  the  preamble 
to  the  June  13, 1978  tentative  final  orders 
that  the  available  data  do  not  warrant 
initiating  action  outside  the  normal  OTC 
drug  review  administrative  process 
because  the  level  of  scopolamine 
contained  in  marketed  OTC  daytime 
sedative  products  is  too  low  to  warrant 
a  serious  safety  concern.  The  comment 
provided  no  reason  why  the  agency 
should  reach  a  different  conclusion  at 
this  time.  In  any  case,  according  to  the 
agency’s  information,  since  publication 
of  the  December  8. 1975  proposal  many 
manufacturers  of  OTC  daytime 
sedatives  have  reformulated  their 
products  to  eliminate  scopolamine. 
Moreover,  publication  of  the  final  order 
contained  in  this  document  will  require 
removal  of  all  daytime  sedatives, 
including  any  which  still  contain 
scopolamine,  from  the  OTC  market 

3.  One  comment  stated  that  members 
of  the  OTC  Sedative,  Sleep-Aid,  and 
Tranquilizer  Panel  were  pressured  by 
FDA  officiab  to  change,  for  legal 
reasons,  the  Panel’s  original 
recommendation  that  OTC  daytime 
sedatives  be  placed  in  Category  11.  The 
comment  demanded  an  investigation  of 
such  influence  by  FDA  officials  to  seek 
full  disclosure  of  those  involved. 

These  same  allegations  were  made  in 
a  hearing  before  the  Subcommittee  on 
Monopoly  and  Anticompetitive . 
Activities  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Small  Business.  United  States  Senate. 


held  in  Washington,  DC,  on  June  14  and 
21, 1977.  A  copy  of  the  record  of  those 
proceedings  has  been  placed  on  public 
display  in  the  agency’s  office  of  &e 
Hearing  Clerk,  address  given  above.  At 
the  Senate  hearing,  one  member  of  the 
OTC  Sedative,  Sleep-Aid,  and 
Tranquilizer  Panel  stated  that  FDA 
officiids  pressured  Panel  members  to 
“water  down’’  the  Panel’s  Category  II 
recommepdations  by  urging  that 
daytime  sedatives  be  placed  in  Category 
m  because  the  available  data  did  not 
support  placing*  antihistamine  products 
in  Category  11.  This  view  was 
contradicted  by  the  Panel  Chairman, 
who  wanted  “to  make  it  very  clear  that 
FDA  did  not  exert  any  undue  influence 
on  the  Panel,  and  certainly  not  on  the 
Chairman.”  Another  Panel  member 
testified  that,  while  disappointed  with 
the  Panel’s  majority  decision  to  move 
daytime  sedatives  from  Category  II  to 
Category  IB.  the  member  “did  not  feel  it 
was  due  to  any  undue  pressmes  by  the 
Chairman  or  the  FDA.”  The  agency 
therefore  rejects  the  position  asserted  in 
the  comment 

4.  One  comment  requested  a  hearing 
to  present  objections  to  the  agency’s 
proposal  to  place  methapyrilene- 
containing  daytime  sedatives  in 
Category  n.  'Die  comment  merely  stated 
“We  herewith  request  a  hearing  before 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  in 
order  to  present  our  objections,”  but  did 
not  specify  what  the  objections  were. 

Section  330.10(a)(7)  of  the  regulations 
(21  CFR  330.10(a)(7))  states  that  any 
objections  to  a  tentative  final 
monograph  are  to  be  supported  by  a 
brief  statement  of  the  grounds  for  the 
objections  and  that  a  request  for  an  oral 
hearing  may  accompany  such 
objections.  Section  330.10(a](8]  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(8])  states  that  the 
Commissioner  will  schedule  an  oral 
hearing  if  the  grounds  in  support  of  the 
objections  are  reasonable.  Because  the 
person  requesting  a  hearing  did  not  give 
any  statement  of  the  grounds  for  the 
objections,  and  because  the  agency  is 
unaware  of  any  reasonable  grounds  that 
would  justify  a  hearing  on  the  issues 
relating  to  daytime  sedatives,  the 
hearing  request  is  denied.  Further,  the 
agency  and  the  drug  industry  are 
currently  taking  action  to  remove 
methapyrilene-containing  drug  products 
firom  the  market  in  response  to  recent 
findings  by  the  National  Cancer  Institute 
that  methapyrilene  is  a  carcinogen. 

Thus,  the  request  for  a  hearing  would 
serve  no  purpose. 
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B.  The  Agency’s  Final  Conclusions  on 
OTC  Daytime  Sedative  Drag  Products 

Antihistamines,  bromides,  and 
scopolamine  compounds,  either  singly  or 
in  combination  with  other  ingredients, 
e.g.,  analgesics,  amino  acids,  and 
vitamins,  have  been  marketed  for  use  as 
OTC  daytime  sedatives  (or  similai  or 
related  indications).  The  following 
claims  were  submitted  forthe,  daytime 
sedative  products:  "occasional  simple 
nervous  tension,"  "nervous  irritability,” 
"nervous  headache,”  "simple 
nervousness  due  to  common  every  day 
overwork  and  fatigue,”  "a  releixed 
feeling,”  "calming  down  and  relaxing," 
"gently  soothe  away  the  tension.” 
"calmative,”  and  "resolving  that 
irritability  that  ruins  your  day.”  The 
agency  is  also  aware  of  the  following 
claims  that  have  been  associated  with 
these  drugs:  "helps  you  relax.” 
"restlessness,”  "when  you’re  under 
occasional  stress  .  .  .  helps  you  work 
relaxed.” 

While  antihistamine  drugs,  when  used 
as  daytime  sedatives,  make  the  user 
drowsy  or  sleepy,  there  are  no  data  to ' 
indicate  that  the  drowsiness  effect  is 
related  to  relieving  symptoms  of 
anxiety.  Drowsiness  is  in  fact  an 
undesirable  side  effect  for  persons  using 
these  products  during  the  day,  when 
they  need  to  be  alert.  Accordingly,  the 
agency  concludes  that  antihistamines 
should  be  classiHed  in  Category  n 
because  they  are  not  generally 
recognized  as  safe  or  effective  when 
used  as  daytime  sedatives. 

The  bromide  compounds  are  being 
placed  in  Category  II  because  they  do 
not  act  as  daytime  sedatives  in  a  single 
dose  and,  if  taken  over  a  long  enough 
period  of  time  to  reach  therapeutic 
levels,  could  be  severely  toxic. 

The  scopolamine  compounds  are 
classified  in  Category  n  because  they 
are  ineffective  at  presently  marketed 
doses.  At  higher  doses  that  would 
achieve  a  therapeutic  effect 
(drowsiness),  the  scopolamine 
compounds  are  unsafe  because  of  the 
potential  for  toxic  effects  associated 
with  these  doses.  In  addition,  as  stated 
in  the  paragraph  discussing 
antihistamines,  drowsiness  is  unrelated 
to  the  desired  therapeutic  effect  of 
daytime  sedative  products. 

The  agency  is  unaware  of  any  OTC 
daytime  sedative  drug  product  that  is 
the  subject  of  an  approved  new  drug 
application. 

Based  on  the  available  evidence,  the 
agency  is  making  a  final  determination 
that  no  ingredient  can  be  generally 
recognized  as  safe  and  effective  for  use 
as  an  OTC  daytime  sedative.  If  the 


labeling  of  any  product  represents  or 
suggests  it  to  be  used  as  an  OTC 
daytime  sedative  (or  any  similar  or 
related  indication)  that  product  will  be 
considered  a  new  drug  within  the 
meaning  of  section  201  (p)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
321  (p))  and  may  not  be  marketed  for  this 
use  unless  it  is  the  subject  of  an 
approved  new  drug  application. 

Therefore,  imder  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  201(p). 

502,  505,  701,  52  Stat  1041-1042  as 
amended,  1050-1053  as  amended,  1055- 
1056  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  321  (p),  352, 
355,  371))  and  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553,  554,  702, 

703, 704)  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  5.1), 
Subchapter  D  of  Title  21  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
adding  new  S  310.519  to  read  as  follows: 

§  310.519  Drag  products  marketed  as 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  daytime  sedatives. 

(a)  Antihistamines,  bromides,  and 
scopolamine  compounds,  either  singly  or 
in  combinations,  have  been  marketed  as 
ingredients  in  over-the-counter  (OTC) 
drag  products  for  use  as  daytime 
sedatives.  The  following  claims  have 
been  made  for  daytime  sedative 
products:  "occasional  simple  nervous 
tension,”  "nervous  irritability,”  "nervous 
headache,”  "simple  nervousness  due  to 
common  every  day  overwork  and 
fatigue,”  "a  relaxed  feeling,”  "calming 
down  and  relaxing,”  "gently  soothe 
away  the  tension,”  "calmative,” 
"resolving  that  irritability  that  rains 
your  day,”  "helps  you  relax,” 
"restlessness,”  "when  you’re  under 
occasional  stress . . .  helps  you  work 
relaxed.”  Based  on  evidence  presently 
available,  there  are  no  ingredients  that 
can  be  generally  recognized  as  safe  and 
effective  for  use  as  OTC  daytime 
sedatives. 

(b)  Any  OTC  drag  product  that  is  , 
labled,  represented,  or  promoted  as  an 
OTC  daytime  sedative  (or  any  similar  or 
related  indication)  is  regarded  as  a  new 
drug  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201(p)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drag,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  for  which  an  approved 
new  drag  application  under  section  505 
of  the  act  and  Part  314  of  this  chapter  is 
required  for  marketing. 

(c)  A  completed  and  signed  "Notice  of 
Claimed  Investigational  Exemption  for  a 
New  Drug”  (Form  FD-1571),  as  set  forth 
in  §  312.1  of  this  chapter,  is  required  to 
cover  clinical  investigations  designed  to 
obtain  evidence  that  such  a  preparation 
is  safe  for  the  purpose  intended. 

(d)  Any  OTC  daytime  sedative  drug 
product  introduced  into  interstate 
commerce  after  December  24, 1979,  that 


is  not  in  compliance  with  this  Section  is 
subject  to  regulatory  action. 

Effective  date.  This  order  will  be 
effective  December  24, 1979. 

(Secs.  201(p),  502,  505,  701,  52  Stat  1041-1042 
as  amended  1050-1053  as  amended,  1055- 
1056  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  321(p),  352,  355. 
371)  (5  U.S.C.  553,  554,  702,  703,  704).) 

Dated:  June  18, 1979. 

Sherwin  Gardner, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19448  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BiaiNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 

21  CFR  Part  520 

Oral  Dosage  Form  New  Animal  Drugs 
Not  Subject  to  Certification;  Pyrantel 
Pamoate  Suspension 

agency:  Food  and  Drag  Administration. 
action:  Final  rale. 

summary:  The  animal  drag  regulations 
are  amended  to  reflect  approval  of  a 
supplemental  new  animal  drag 
application  (NADA)  filed  by  I^er,  Inc., 
providing  for  safe  and  effective  use  of  a 
higher  concentration  of  a  ciurently 
approved  anthelmintic  suspension  for 
removal  of  roundworms  and  hookworms 
in  dogs. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Bob  G.  Griffith,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-112),  Food  and  Drag 
Administration.  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
3430.  ^ 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pfizer, 
Inc.,  235  E.  42d  St.,  New  York,  NY  10017, 
filed  a  supplemental  NADA  providing 
for  use  of  a  suspension  of  4.54 
milligrams  of  pyrantel  (as  pyrantel 
pamoate)  per  milliliter  for  removal  of 
roimdworms  and  hookworms  in  dogs. 
Pfizer  currently  holds  approval  for  a 
suspension  containing  2.27  milligrams  of 
pyrantel  base  per  milliliter.  This 
supplemental  dosage  form  covers  only  a 
change  in  concentration  of  active 
ingredient  jftom  2.27  milligrams  per 
milliliter  to  4.54  milligrams  per  milliliter. 
No  change  is  being  made  in  the 
approved  conditions  of  use,  and  no 
added  risk  of  toxicity  is  present  from  the 
inadvertent  overdosage  of  this  new 
concentration.  Therefore,  under  the 
Bureau's  supplemental  policy,  the 
approval  of  this  supplemental 
application  has  not  required  a 
reevaluation  of  the  parent  NADA. 

In  accordance  with  the  freedom  of 
information  regulations  and 
§  514.11(e)(2)(ii)  of  the  animal  drag 
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regulations  (21  CFR  514.11(e)(2](ii)).  a 
summary  of  safety  and  effectiveness 
data  and  information  submitted  to 
support  approval  of  this  application  is 
released  publicly.  The  summary  is 
available  for  public  examination  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305), 
.Rm.  4-65,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville.  MD  20857,  from  9  a.m.  to  4 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)])  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1],  Part  520 
is  amended  in  S  520.2043  by  revising 
paragraph  (b)(1)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  520.2043  Pyrantel  pamoate  suspension. 
***** 

(b)(1)  Specifications.  Pyrantel 
pamoate  suspension  contains  pyrantel 
pamoate  equivalent  to  2.27  or  4.54 
milligrams  of  pyrantel  base  per  milliliter. 
***** 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  June  22, 1979. 

(Sec.  512(i).  82  Stat  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)).) 

Dated:  June  15, 1979. 

Terence  Harvey, 

Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine. 

pH  Doc.  79-19447  FUed  0-21-79;  a-45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  411(H>3-M 


21  CFR  Part  520 

Flunixin  Meglumine  Granules 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the  - 
animal  drug  regidations  to  reflect 
approval  of  a  new  animal  drug 
application  (NADA)  providing  for  safe 
and  effective  use  of  flunixin  meglumine 
granules  for  lessening  inflammation  and 
pain  from  certain  disorders  in  horses. 
The  Schering  Corp.  filed  the  NADA. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Henry  C.  Hewitt,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-114),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville.  MD  20857, 301-443- 
3420. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Schering  Corp.,  Galloping  Hill  Rd.. 
Kenilworth,  07033,  filed  an  NADA 
(106-616)  providing  for  safe  and 
effective  use  of  flunixin  meglumine 
granules  for  alleviating  inflammation 


and  pain  associated  with 
musculoskeletal  disorders  in  horses. 
Schering  currently  holds  approval  for 
injectable  use  of  the  drug  in  solution 
form  in  horses.  The  regulations  are 
amended  to  add  this  additional  drug 
preparation. 

In  accordance  with  the  freedom  of 
information  regulations  and 
§  514.11(e)(2)(ii)  of  the  animal  drug 
regulations  (21  CFR  514.11(e)(2)(ii]),  a 
summary  of  safety  and  effectiveness 
data  and  information  submitted  to 
support  approval  of  this  application  is 
released  publicly.  The  siunmary  is 
available  for  public  examination  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4- 
65, 5600  Fishers  Lane.  Rockville.  MD 
20857,  from  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Therefore,  imder  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i).  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)))  and  imder 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83], 
Part  520  is  amended  by  adding  new 
S  520.970  to  read  as  follows: 

S  520.970  Flunbcln  meglumine  granules. 

(a)  Specifications.  Each  10-gram 
packet  contains  flunixin  meglumine 
equivalent  to  250  milligrams  of  flunixin. 

'  (b)  Sponsor.  No.  000085  in  §  510.600(c) 
of  tltis  chapter. 

(c)  Conditions  of  use — (1)  Amount  0.5 
milligram  of  flunixin  per  pound  of  body 
weight  (one  packet  per  500  pounds)  per 
day. 

(2)  Indications  for  use.  For  alleviation 
of  inflammation  and  pain  associated 
with  musculoskeletal  disorders  in  the 
horse. 

(3)  Limitations.  Administer  daily  dose 
for  up  to  5  days  by  sprinkling  on  small 
amount  of  feed,  llie  effect  of  this  drug 
on  pregnancy  has  not  been  determined. 
Not  for  use  in  horses  intended  for  food. 
Federal  low  restricts  this  drug  to  use  by 
or  on  the  order  of  a  licensed 
veterinarian. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  effective 
June  22. 1979. 

(Sec.  512(i].  82  Stat  347  (21  U.S.C  360b(i])) 

Dated:  June  13. 1979. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19106  Piled  0-21-79;  S;4S  am) 

WLUNO  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Parts  610, 660 

[Docket  No.  75N-02091 

Biological  Products  Standards; 
Additional  Standards  for  Hepatitis  B 
Surface  Antigen 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  amends  the 
biologies  regulations  to  prescribe 
standards  for  the  manufacture  of 
Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen  (HBsAg). 
EFFECUVE  date:  July  23, 1979;  labeling 
requirements  shall  be  effective 
December  19. 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305].  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  L  Hooton,  Bureau  of  Biologies 
(HFB-620),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  8800  Rockville 
Pike.  Bethesda,  MD  20205, 301-443-1306. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  October  7, 

1975  (40  FR  46318),  in  which  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
proposed  to  amend  the  biologies 
regulations  by  adding  additional 
standards,  8S  660.40  through  660.46, 
governing  the  manufacture  of  Hepatitis 
B  Surface  Antigen  (HBsAg).  Hepatitis  B 
Surface  Antigen  is  the  surface 
component  of  hepatitis  B  virus.  The 
virus  is  responsible  for  causing  type  B 
viral  hepatitis  in  patients  receiving 
transfusions  of  blood  which  contain 
HBsAg,  and  from  injection  with  devices 
and  products  contaminated  with  this 
virus.  Anti-HBs  appears  in  the  serum  of 
individuals  having  recovered  from  type 
B  virus  infection.  The  disease  is  unl^ely 
to  recur  in  previously  infected 
individuals  who  have  anti-HBs. 

Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen  may  be 
used  as  an  in  vitro  diagnostic  reagent  to 
determine  the  presence  of  anti-HBs  in 
the  serum  of  individuals  who  have 
recovered  from  type  B  infection.  Hie 
product  may  also  be  used  for 
standardization  in  the  manufacture  of 
Hepatitis  B  Immune  Globulin  (Human). 

Four  letters  of  comment  were  received 
in  response  to  the  proposal: 

1.  tVvo  comments  concerned  the 
dating  periods  for  HBsAg  products  in 
proposed  §  610.53.  The  comments  stated 
that  certain  products  such  as  HBsAg, 
when  coupled  to  cryopreserved  red 
blood  cells  or  aldehyde  fixed  red  blood 
cells,  are  stable  for  periods  of  a  year  or 
more.  The  comments  requested  that 
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§  610.53  be  amended  to  include  dating 
periods  for  these  products. 

Section  610.53  prescribes  dating 
periods  for  licensed  products  only,  and 
there  are  no  existing  licenses  or  pending 
license  applications  for  the  products 
referenced  by  the  comments.  Section 
610.53  will  be  amended  if  and  when 
licenses  are  issued  for  the  subject 
products  in  response  to  license 
applications.  Accordingly,  the  comments 
are  rejected. 

2.  One  comment  on  proposed  §  660.41 
suggested  that  alternatives  to  heat 
treatment  of  products  and  ancillary 
reagents  should  be  permitted  as 
methods  for  reducing  the  risk  of 
transmitting  type  B  viral  hepatitis. 

The  phrase  “such  as  the  heating  of 
albiunin  and  plasma  protein  fraction  for 
10  hours  at  60*  C*  was  not  intended  to 
limit  the  methods  for  reducing  the  risk  of 
transmitting  type  B  virus.  Rather,  the 
phrase  was  used  as  an  example  of  one 
procedure  currently  considered 
satisfactory.  To  preclude  further 
confusion,  the  “such  as”  phrase  is  being 
deleted  from  §  660.41 (a)  in  the  final 
regulation.  However,  it  should  be  noted 
that  the  specitic  procedure  for  reducing 
the  risk  of  transmitting  type  B  virus 
infection  must  be  described  in  the 
license  application  or  its  amendment 
and  approved  by  the  Bureau  of 
Biologies. 

3.  Two  comments  on  proposed 

§  660.45(a]  objected  to  the  requirement 
that  the  identification  of  any  antigen 
subtype  must  appear  on  the  final 
container  and  package  labels  of 
products  which  are  not  intended  for 
epidemiological  investigations. 

The  agency  agrees  that  not  every 
antigen  subtype  need  be  identified  on 
the  container  and  package  labels. 
However,  the  designation  of  the  “d  and 
y”  antigen  subtype  is  necessary  for  all 
HBsAg  products,  regardless  of  their  use, 
in  order  to  better  identify  the  product 
and  to  facilitate  investigation  of  product 
deficiencies.  Designation  of  the  “r  and 
w”  antigen  subtype  is  necessary  to 
facilitate  the  product's  definition  only  if 
the  product  is  intended  to  identify  the  “r 
and  w"  antibody  subtype.  Accordingly, 

§  660.45(a)  is  amended  in  the  final 
regulation  to  specify  that  the  label  bear 
the  “d  and  y”  antigen  subtype  and  the 
source  of  the  proudet,  e.g.,  HBsAg/ ad 
chimpanzee,  and  to  provide  that  if  the 
product  is  intended  to  identify 
antibodies  to  the  “r  and  w”  antigen 
subtype,  the  antigen  subtype 
designation  shall  include  the  “r  and  w” 
antigen  subtype,  e.g.,  HBsAg/adw 
chimpanzee. 

4.  'Ilie  first  sentence  of  the  labeling 
section  of  the  proposal  erroneously  cited 


§  320.10.  This  is^  corrected  to  read  “In 
addition  to  the  requirements  of 
§§610.60,610.61,  and  809.10*  *  *.” 

Therefore,  under  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  (sec.  351,  58  Stat.  702  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  262])  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  him  (21 CFR  5.1), 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  is 
amending  Parts  610  and  6d0  as  follows: 

PART  610— GENERAL  BIOLOGICAL 
PRODUCTS  STANDARDS 

1.  In  part  610  by  alphabetically  adding 
to  the  table  in  §  610.53(a)  a  new  item 
and  dating  period  to  the  list  of 
substances  to  read  as  follows: 

§  610.53  Dating  periods  for  specific 
products. 

(a)  *  *  * 


Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen  —  Six  ntonths  (S‘  C.,  six 
months). 

Unlyaphilized  coated  red 
blood  ceHs,  14  days. 

{  610.51  does  not  apply. 
kxSnated  (***1)  products,  45 
days,  f  610.51  does  not 
apply. 


PART  660— ADDITIONAL  STANDARDS 
FOR  DIAGNOSTIC  SUBSTANCES  FOR 
LABORATORY  TESTS 

2.  In  Part  660  by  adding  a  new  Subpart 
E  consisitng  of  §§660.40  through  660.46, 
to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  E— Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen 

Sec. 

660.40  Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen. 

660.41  Processing. 

660.42  Reference  panel. 

660.43  Potency  test. 

660.44  Specificity. 

660.45  Labeling. 

660.46  Samples;  protocols;  official  release. 

Subpart  E— Hepatitis  B  Surface 
Antigen 

§  660.40  Hepatitis  B  surface  antigen. 

(a)  Proper  name  and  definition.  The 
proper  name  of  this  product  shall  be 
Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen  (HBsAg), 
which  shall  consist  of  a  serum  or  tissue 
preparation  containing  one  or  more 
subtypes  of  the  Hepatitis  B  Surface 
Antigen. 

(b)  Source.  The  source  of  the  product 
shall  be  blood,  plasma,  serum,  or  tissue, 
obtained  aseptically  fi'om  nonhuman 
primates  that  have  met  the  applicable 
requirements  of  §  600.11  of  this  chapter, 
or  from  human  donors  whose  blood  is 
positive  for  the  Hepatitis  B  Surface 
Antigen. 


§  660.41  Processing. 

(a)  Method.  The  processing  method 
shall  be  one  that  has  been  shown  to 
yield  consistently  a  specific  and  potent 
final  product,  free  of  properties  which 
would  adversely  affect  the  test  results 
when  the  product  is  tested  by  the 
methods  recommended  by  the 
manufacturer  in  the  package  insert.  The 
product  and  all  ancillary  reagents  and 
materials  supplied  in  the  package  with 
the  product  shall  be  manufactured  in  a 
manner  that  will  reduce  the  risk  of 
transmitting  type  B  viral  hepatitis. 

(b)  Ancillary  reagents  and  materials. 
All  ancillary  reagents  and  materials 
supplied  in  the  package  with  the  product 
shall  meet  generally  accepted  standards 
of  purity  and  quality  and  shall  be 
effectively  segregated  and  otherwise 
manufactured  in  a  manner  that  will 
reduce  the  risk  of  contaminating  the 
product  and  other  biological  products. 
Ancillary  reagents  and  materials 
accompanying  the  product,  which  are 
used  in  the  performance  of  the  test  as 
described  by  the  manufacturer’s 
recomended  test  procedures,  shall  have 
been  shown  not  to  affect  adversely  the 
product  within  the  prescribed  dating 
period. 

(c)  Final  container.  The  final 
container  shall  be  sterile,  colorless,  and 
transparent. 

(d)  Date  af  manufacture.  The  date  of 
manufacture  of  Hepatitis  B  Surface 
Antigen  that  has  been  iodinated  with 
radioactive  iodine  (*”I)  shall  be  the  day 
of  labeling  the  antibody  with  the 
radionuclide. 

§  660.42  Reference  panel. 

A  Reference  Hepatitis  B  Antiserum 
Panel  shall  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 
of  Biologies,  8800  Rockville  Pike, 
Bethesda,  MD  20205,  and  shall  be  used 
for  determining  the  potency  and 
specificity  of  Hepatitis  B  Surface 
Antigen. 

§  660.43  Potency  test 

To  be  satisfactory  for  release,  each 
filling  of  Hepatitis  B  Siirface  Antigen 
shall  be  tested  against  the  Reference 
Hepatitis  B  Antiserum  Panel  and  shall 
be  sufficiently  potent  to  be  able  to 
detect  the  antibody  in  the  appropriate 
sera  of  the  reference  panel  by  all  test 
methods  recommended  by  the 
manufacturer  in  the  package  insert. 

§660.44  SpecificHy. 

Each  filling  of  the  product  shall  be 
specific  for  Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen 
as  determined  by  specificity  tests  found 
acceptable  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Biologies. 
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8  66a45  LateHng. 

In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
§  §  610.60, 610.61.  and  809.10  of  this . 
chapter,  the  labeling  shall  bear  the 
following: 

(a)  The  “d  and  y**  antigen  subtype  and 
the  source  of  the  product  to  follow 
immediately  the  proper  name  on  both 
the  final  container  label  and  the 
package  label.  If  the  product  is  intended 
to  identify  antibodies  to  the  “r  and  w” 
antigen  subtype,  the  antigen  subtype 
designation  shall  include  the  “r  and  w” 
antigen  subtype. 

(b)  The  name  of  the  test  method(s) 
recommended  for  use  of  the  product  on 
the  package  label  and  on  the  final 
container  label,  when  capable  of  bearing 
a  full  label  (see  §  610.60(a]  of  this 
chapter). 

(c)  A  warning  on  the  package  label 
and  on  the  final  container  label  stating 
that  the  product  is  capable  of 
transmitting  hepatitis  and  shoiild  be 
handled  accoitfingly. 

(d)  The  package  shall  include  a 
package  insert  providing  (1)  detailed 
instructions  for  use.  (2)  an  adequate  ' 
description  of  all  recommended  test 
methods,  and  (3)  warnings  as  to  possible 
hazards,  including  hepatitis  transmitted 
in  handling  the  product  and  any 
ancdlary  reagents  and  materials 
accompanying  the  product 

§  66a46  Samples;  protocols;  official ' 

release. 

(a)  The  following  material  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Biologies: 

(1)  A  sample  of  each  filling  from  each 
lot  packaged  as  for  distribution, 
including  all  ancillary  reagents  and 
materials. 

(2)  A  protocol  which  consists  of  a 
summary  of  the  history  of  manufacture 
of  each  ^ling  test  including  all  results 
of  each  test  for  which  test  results  are 
required  by  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Biologies. 

(b)  The  filling  of  the  product  may  not 
be  issued  by  the  manufacturer  until 
notification  of  official  release  of  the 
filling  is  received  from  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Biologies,  except  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(c)  Unlyophilized  HBsAg-coated  red 
blood  cells  and  radio-labeled  products 
may  be  released  by  the  manufacturer 
under  8  610.1  of  this  chapter  without 
obtaining  an  official  release  from  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Biologies,  provided  ^ 
that  the  materials  required  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  are  submitted  to  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Biologies  and 
postmarked  no  later  than  1  day 
following  the  manufacturer’s  release 
date. 


Effective  date.  This  regulation 
becomes  effective  on  July  23. 1979; 
labeling  requirements  ^all  become 
effective,  December  19, 1979. 

(Sec.  361,  58  Stat.  702  as  amended  (42  U.S.C. 
262). 

Dated:  Jime  18, 1979. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc  79-19449  Filed  S-»-79;  8:45  era] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
22  CFR  Part  41 

IDepartmental  Regulation  108.778] 

Visa  Issuance  Procedures 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79>17657  appearing  at  page 
32653,  in  die  issue  for  Thursday,  June  7. 
1979,  on  page  32654,  first  column,  last 
line  at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  delete  the 
period  and  insert  a  comma. 

BILUNO  CODE  1S0S-O1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Highway  Administration 
23  CFR  Part  17 

Amendment  of  Retention  Periods  for 
State  and  Third  Parties;  Federal-Aid 
Highway  Records  of  State  Highway 
Agencies 

AQENCY:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 
action:  Amendment  to  final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Highway 
Administration  revised  its  regulations 
on  recordkeeping  and  retention 
requirements  for  Federal-aid  highway 
records  of  State  highway  agencies  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  September  18, 1978 
(43  FR  41386). 

Through  a  technical  oversight  die 
effect  of  this  regulation  may  be  to 
require  a  longer  record  retention  period 
in  some  cases  than  was  intended.  The 
State  Archivist  State  of  Alaska,  has 
pointed  out  this  discrepancy  and  the 
need  for  correction.  Therefore,  this 
amendment  is  issued  to  modify  the 
recordkeeping  requirements  and 
retention  schedules  for  Federal-aid 
highway  records  of  State  highway 
agencies  and  to  remove  unnecessary 
requirements.  In  issuing  the  regulation, 
there  was  no  intent  to  change  record 
retention  policies  from  those  previously 
in  effect. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2.  1979l 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Frank  Rubis,  Office  of  Management 
Systems,  ^2-426-0534;  or  Lee  J.  BursfyUt 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  202-426- 
0786,  Federal  Highway  Administration, 
400  ^venth  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  Office  hours  are  from  7:45 
a.m.  to  4:15  p.m.  ET,  Monday  throu^ 
Friday. 

817.5  [Amended] 

Therefore,  paragraph  (c)  of  23  CFR 

17.5  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

«  *  *  *  • 

(c)  The  start  of  retention  periods  for 
State  and  third  parties  is  as  follows: 

(1)  State  records,  (i)  For  project 
oriented  records,  the  3-year  retention 
period  starts  when  the  final  voucher  is 
submitted. 

(ii)  For  cost  accounting  and  fiscal 
records  which  usually  relate  to  more 
than  one  project  and  are  not  project 
oriented,  the  3-year  retention  period 
starts  at  the  end  of  the  State’s  fiscal 
year  in  which  an  entry  is  made. 

(2)  Third  party  records.  For  third 
party  record  the  3-year  retention 
period  starts  when  the  third  party 
receives  final  payment 

Note. — ^The  Federal  Highway 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  significant 
proposal  according  to  the  criteria  established 
by  the  Department  of  Transportation 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  12044.  The 
impact  of  this  amendment  is  so  minimal  that 
it  does  not  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  Evaluation. 

(23  U.S£.  315;  49  CFR  1.45  and  1.48(b);  0MB 
Circular  A-102) 

Issued  on:  June  11, 1979. 

DoweO  H.  Anders, 

Deputy  Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Highway 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc  79-19461  Rlad  S-Zl-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-22-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

24  CFR  Part  1915 
[Docket  No.  5566] 

Communities  With  No  Special  Hazard 
Areas  for  the  National  Rood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:' Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.^ 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 
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action:  Final  rule. _ 

summary:  The  Federal  Insiirance 
Administrator,  after  consultation  with 
local  officials  of  the  communities  listed 
below,  has  determined,  based  upon 
analysis  of  existing  conditions  in  the 
communities,  that  these  communities 
would  not  be  inundated  by  the  100-year 
flood.  Therefore,  the  Administrator  is 
converting  the  communities  listed  below 
to  the  Re^ar  Program  of  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program  without 
determining  base  flood  elevations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Date  listed  in  fourth 
column  is  List  of  Communities  with  No 
Special  Flood  Hazards. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  W.  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5270, 
451  Seventh  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  these 
communities,  there  is  no  reason  not  to 
make  full  limits  of  coverage  available. 
The  entire  commimity  is  now  classiHed 
as  zone  C.  In  a  zone  C,  insurance 
coverage  is  available  on  a  voluntary 
basis  at  low  actuarial  nonsubsidized 
rates.  For  example,  under  the  Emergency 
Program  in  which  your  community  has 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128)  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963.) 

Issued:  June  13, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19214  FUed  6-21-79;  a-45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4210-23-M 


been  participating  the  rate  for  a  one- 
story  1-4  family  dwelling  is  $.25  per  $100 
of  coverage.  Under  the  Regular  ftogram, 
to  which  your  community  has  been 
converted,  the  equivalent  rate  is  $.01  per 
$100  coverage.  Contents  insurance  is 
also  available  under  the  Regular 
Program  at  low  actuarial  rates.  For 
example,  when  all  contents  are  located 
on  the  first  floor  of  a  residential 
structure,  the  premium  rate  is  $.05  per 
$100  of  coverage. 

In  addition  to  the  less  expensive  rates, 
the  maximum  coverage  available  imder 
the  Regular  Program  is  significantly 
greater  than  that  available  under  the 
Emergency  Program.  For  example,  a 
single  family  residential  dwelling  now 
can  be  insured  up  to  a  maximum  of 
$185,000  coverage  for  the  structure  and 
$60,000  coverage  for  contents. 

Flood  insurance  policies  for  property 
located  in  the  communities  listed  can  be 
obtained  from  any  licensed  property 
insurance  agent  or  broker  serving  the 
eligible  community,  or  from  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program. 

The  effective  date  of  conversion  to  the 
Regular  Program  will  not  appear  in  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  except  for 
the  page  number  of  this  entry  in  the 
Federd  Register.  - 

The  entry  reads  as  follows: 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

29  CFR  Part  1952 

Approval  of  Supplements  to  California 
State  Plan 

agency:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Department  of 
Labor. 

action:  Approval  of  Supplements  to 
California  State  Plan. 


summary:  The  State  of  California  has 
submitted  three  plan  supplements 
describing  changes  in  its  occupational 
safety  and  health  program.  These  are:  A 
change  in  the  agency  designated  to 
administer  the  program,  a  reorganization 
of  the  agencies  responsible  for 
enforcement,  and  amendments  to 


employer  recordkeeping  and  reporting 
requirements. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Larry  Liberatore,  Project  Officer,  Office 
of  State  Programs,  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  3rd  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20210,  (202)  653-5378. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  California  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Plan  was  approved  under 
section  18(c)  of  the  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1970  (29  U.S.C.  667(c)) 
(hereinafter  called  the  Act)  and  Part 
1902  of  this  Chapter  on  April  24, 1973  (38 
FR  10717).  Part  1953  of  the  Chapter 
provides  procedures  for  the  review  and 
approval  of  State  change  supplements 
-  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
(hereinafter  called  ffie  Assistant 
Secretary). 

Description  of  Supplements 

A.  Change  in  Designated  Agency.  On 
January  5, 1978,  the  State  of  California 
submitted  a  supplement  describing  a 
change  in  the  designated  agency 
responsible  for  the  administration  of  its 
plan.  State  legislation  was  passed  in 
1977  to  transfer  this  designated 
responsibility  from  the  Agriculture  and 
Services  Agency  to  the  Department  of 
Industrial  Relations  (DIR)  and  to 
establish  DIR  as  an  independent 
cabinet-level  agency.  The  legislation 
was  effective  January  1, 1978. 

B.  Reorganization  of  California/ 

OSHA  Program.  As  originally  approved, 
the  California  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Plan  provided  for  enforcement  of 
all  standards  by  compliance  safety 
engineers  in  the  Division  of  Industrial 
Safety.  Technical  expertise  in 
occupational  health  was  provided  by 
industrial  hygienists  and  medical  staff  of 
the 'Occupational  Health  Branch,  who 
served  in  an  advisory  capacity.  Eadh  of 
these  departments  had  stand^s 
development  responsibility  in  their 
respective  fields.  As  the  scope  and 
importance  of  occupational  health 
matters  increased,  the  limitations  of  the 
original  enforcement  agreement  became 
evident  Effective  July  1, 1978, 
California’s  occupational  safety  and 
health  enforcement  agencies  were 
merged  into  a  single  ffivision  within  DIR. 
The  new  division  is  named  the  Division 
of  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
(DOSH).  T^  merger  extends 


§  1915.8  List  of  communities  with  no  special  flood  hazard  areas. 


State 

-  County 

CociHTMjnity  name 

Date  Of  conversion  to 
regular  program 

Frwikin _ 

.  June  15, 1979. 

niy  n(  MnliiHa . 

_ _ _  June  15, 1979. 

_  June  15. 1979. 

• 
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enforcement  authority,  including 
issuance  of  citations  and  penalty 
notices,  to  occupational  health 
personneL 

C.  Amendments  to  Recordkeeping  and 
Reporting  Requirements.  In  1977,  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration  amended  29  CFR  1904.15 
and  1952.4(a)  to  exempt  employers  of 
ten  or  fewer  employees  from  certain 
recordkeeping  and  reporting 
requirements,  except  those  selected  to 
participate  in  the  annual  statistical 
survey.  Further  amendments  replaced 
the  fionns  used  to  collect  injury  and 
illness  data,  the  OSHA  No.  100  and 
OSHA  No.  102,  with  the  new  form 
OSHA  No.  200.  In  response  to  these 
changes  in  the  Federd  program,  the 
State  of  California  amended  its 
employer  recordkeeping  and  reporting 
requirements  and  changed  its  forms  to 
mirror  the  Federal  program.  These 
changes  were  submitted  as  a  plan 
supplement  on  April  26, 1978. 

Location  of  the  Plan  and  Its 
Supplements  for  Inspection  and  Copying 

A  copy  of  the  plan  and  its 
supplements  may  be  inspected  and 
copied  during  normal  business  hours  at. 
the  following  locations: 

Technical  Data  Center,  Administrator, 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  450  Golden  Cate  Avenue, 
Room  9470,  San  Francisco.  California 
94102; 
and  the 

California  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  455  Golden  Gate  Avenue, 
San  Francisco,  California  94102. 

Public  Participation 

Under  §  1953.2(c]  of  this  chapter,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  may  prescribe 
alternative  procediues  to  expedite  the 
review  process -or  for  any  other  good 
cause  which  may  be  consistent  with 
applicable  law.  The  Assistant  Secretary 
finds  that  the  California  plan 
supplements  described  above  are 
consistent  widr  commitments  contained 
in  the  approved  plan,  which  were 
previously  made  available  for  public 
comment.  Good  cause  is  therefore  found 
for  approval  of  the  supplements  without 
public  comment  and  notice. 

Decision 

After  careful  consideration,  the 
California  plan  supplements  described 
above  are  hereby  approved  under  Part 
1953  of  this  Chapter.  This  decision 
incorporates  the  requirements  of  foe  Act 
and  implementing  regulations  applicable 
to  State  plans  generally. 


In  accordance  with  this  decision. 
Subpart  K  of  29  CFR  Part  1952  is 
amended  by  designating  foe  existing 
paragraph  as  paragraph  (a)  and  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (b)  as  follows: 

§  1952.175  Changes  In  certified  plans. 

«  *  *  *  * 

(b)  On  January  1, 1978,  foe  California 
Department  of  Industrial  Relations 
became  the  agency  designated  to 
administer  foe  California  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Plan. 

(Sec.  18,  Pub.  L  91-596,  84  Stat  1608  (29 
U.S.C.  867)) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13fo 
day  of  June.  1979. 

Enla  Bingham, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

(FR  Do&  7»-19545  nied  0-21-79;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Offic*  of  Surface  Mining 
30  CFR  Ch.  VII 

Reclamation  and  Enforcement; 
Permanent  Regulatory  Program 
Subject  Index 

June  15, 1979. 

agency:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  U.S. 
Department  of  foe  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  availability  of  a 
subject  index  to  the  permanent 
regulatory  program. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Surface  Mining, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
published  an  alphabetical  subject  index 
for  its  permanent  program  regulations 
that  were  published  in  foe  Fe^ral 
Register  on  March  13, 1979, 44  FR  14902, 
15313-15463.  A  copy  of  the  index  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  Mildred 
Dangielowicz,  Administrative  Record 
Room.  Room  135,  Information  and 
Records  Management  Division,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  1951 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

addresses:  Copies  of  foe  subject  index 
are  also  available  for  public  inspection 
and  use  in  foe  Washington 
Headquarters  and  OSM  Regional 
Offices. 

Office  of  Surface  Mining— Region  I.  US. 
Department  of  the  Interior.  Ist  Floor, 
Thomas  Hill  Building,  950  Kanawha  Street, 
Charleston.  West  Virginia  25301. 

Office  of  Surface  Mining — Region  n,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  530  Gay  St., 
Suite  500,  Knoxville,  Tennessee  37902. 


Office  of  Surface  Mining — ^Region  in.  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Federal  Building 
and  Court  House,  Ohio  and  Pennsylvania 
Streets,  Indianapolis,  Indiana  46204. 

Office  of  Surface  Mining — ^Region  IV,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  818  Grand  Ave. 
Scaritt  Building,  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64106. 

Office  of  Surface  Mining^-Region  V,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  fiiterior.  Old  Post  Office 
Downtown,  1832  Stout  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado  80202. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mildred  Dangielowicz,  (202)  343-4728. 
Dated:  June  18, 1979. 

Toney  Head,  Jr., 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Surface  Mining. 

f 

[FR  Doc  79-19433  Filad  6-21-79;  BM  am] 

BIIXING  CODE  4S10-OS-«I 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

30  CFR  Parts  55, 56, 57 

Metal  and  Nonmetallic  Mine  Safety, 
Mandatory  Health  Standards; 
Correction  Notice 

agency:  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Department  of  Labor. 

action:  Final  rule  correction. 


summary:  This  action  corrects 
mandatory  health  standards  30  CFR 
55.5-6,  56.5-6,  and  57.5-6  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  November  17, 
1978.  The  standards  list  chemical 
substances  that  may  not  be  used  or 
stored  except  under  certain  conditions. 
The  chemical  “Ethylenediamine”  is 
corrected  to  read  “Ethyleneimine.” 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  22, 1979. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  mFORMATION: 

“Efoylenediamine**  is  corrected  to  read 
“Ethyleneimine”  in  column  2  and  in 
column  3  on  page  54066  and  again  in 
column  2  on  page  54067  of  FR  Doc.  78- 
32300  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  November  17, 1978  (43  FR  54064- 
54067). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Dr.  Aurel  Goodwin  (703)  235-6307. 

Dated:  June  4, 1979. 

Robert  B.  Lagather, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Mine  Safety  and 
Health. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19573  Hied  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

32  CFR  Part  505 

Personal  Privacy  and  Rights  of 
Individuals  Regarding  Their  Personal 
Records;  Exemptions 

agency:  Department  of  Defense. 
Department  of  the  Army. 
action:  Final  rule:  correction. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  a 
Department  of  the  Army  Final  Rule  in 
FR  Doc.  79-17399  (44  FR  32367)  of  June  6, 
1979.  The  date  caption  inadvertently 
requested  comments  when  it  should 
have  stated  that  the  effective  date  of  the 
amendment  and  deletion  of  exemption 
rules  for  systems  of  records  under  the 
Privacy  Act  identified  therein  was  June 
6. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Cyrus  H.  Fraker,  202-693-0973. 
Dated:  June  18, 1979. 

H.  E.  Lofdahl, 

Director,  Correspondence  and  Directives, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

PK  Doc.  79-19430  FUed  fr-21-70;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  371(M)8-M 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

41  CFR  Ch.  18,  Parts  1,'  7 

[Procurement  Regulation  Directive  78-13] 

NASA  Procurement  Regulation  (NPR) 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-17666  appearing  at  page 
32687  in  the  issue  for  Thursday.  June  7, 
1979,  make  the  following  corrections: 

(1)  On  page  32690,  in  the  third  column, 
under  Subpart  2 — ^Initiation  of  Property 
Administration,  below  §  3.201(b),  the 
number  “843.202”  designating  the 
paragraph  entitled,  “Analysis  of 
Contract  and  Establishment  of  Contract 
Property  Control  Data  Files,”  should  be 
corrected  to  read  “§  3.202”. 

(2)  On  page  32694,  in  the  third  column, 
in  the  Hrst  full  paragraph,  in  the  1st  line. 
“§  3.402-7 A”  should  be  corrected  to 
read,  “§  3.402-7”. 

BILUNQ  CODE  1505-1-M 


41  CFR  Ch.  18,  Parts  2,  3, 7, 16,  20, 25 
[Procurement  Regulation  Directive  78-12] 
NASA  Procurement  Regulation  (NPR) 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-17665  appearing  at  page 
32685  in  the  issue  for  Thursday,  June  7, 
1979,  incorrect  notation  was  used  to 
designate  certain  paragraph  headings. 
On  pages  32685  through  32687,  delete  the 
“S”  which  precedes  the  following 
paragraph  heading  numbers:  2.201-1, 
2.303-2,  3.501,  3.802-4,  20.401-2,  20.401-3, 
25.202,  and  25.203. 

MLUNG  CODE  1605-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

43  CFR  Part  3300 

Outer 'Continental  Shelf  Leasing; 
Extension  of  Time  To  File  Statements 
of  Production 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  amends  its  regulations 
relating  to  joint  bidding  requirements  to 
extend  the  time  for  oil  and  gas 
companies  to  ffle  statements  of 
production  in  order  to  bid  Jointly  at 
outer  continental  shelf  (OCS)  oil  and  gas 
lease  sales  held  during  the  present 
bidding  period.  Many  of  the  smaller 
companies  have  overlooked  the  need  to 
file  before  the  deadline  of  March  17, 
1979,  and  have  requested  more  time.  The 
basic  purpose  of  the  regulation  has  been 
to  encourage  competition  and  the 
entrance  of  smaller  companies  into  the 
competition. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Dale  Zimmerman,  Chief,  Division  of 
Minerals  Resources,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the 
Interior.  (202)  343-2721. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
According  to  the  regulations  43  CFR 
3302.3-2(a),  any  person  who  wishes  to 
submit  a  joint  bid  for  an  oil  and  gas 
lease  under  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
(OCS)  Lands  Act  as  amended  (43  U.S.C. 
1331-1343)  during  the  six  month  bidding 
period  which  began  on  May  1, 1979, 
must  have  filed  no  later  than  45  days 
before  that  date  a  sworn  statement  of 
production  concerning  the  prior 
production  period  of  July  1, 1978, 
through  December  31, 1978.  In  order  to 
bid  jointly  without  restriction,  his 


statement  should  attest  to  an  average 
daily  production  during  that  time  of  no 
more  than  1.6  million  barrels  of  crude 
oil,  natural  gas,  and  liquefied  petroleum 
products. 

Since  March  17. 1979,  a  number  of 
companies  who  had  not  timely  filed 
their  statements  of  production  have 
inquired  as  to  whe^er  an  extension  of 
time  might  be  granted.  It  has  now  been 
delermined  that  acceptance  of 
statements  of  production  until  the  close 
of  business  on  the  Friday  preceding  any 
sale  held  during  the  biding  period 
would  be  in  the  national  interest  and  not 
incompatible  with  the  purposes  of  the 
regulations.  Therefore,  the  first  sentence 
of  43  CFR  3302.3-2(a),  published  at  43  FR 
58090,  December  1^  1978,  is  hereby 
amended  by  striking  the  following 
language: 

*  *  *  except  that  for  the  bidding  period  of 
November  1, 1978,  through  April  30. 1979,  no 
joint  bid  may  be  considered  at  any  sale 
unless  statements  of  production  from  all 
parties  to  that  bid  have  been  received  in  the 
office  of  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (Attention  722),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240,  by  close  of  business  on  Friday 
before  the  sale. 

and  substitute  therefor 

*  *  *  except  for  the  bidding  period  of  May 
1, 1979,  throu^  October  31, 1979;  no  joint  bid 
may  be  considered  at  any  sale  unless 
statements  of  production  from  all  parties  to 
that  bid  have  been  received  in  the  office  of 
the  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(Attention  722),  Washington,  D.C.  20240,  by 
close  of  business  on  Friday  before  the  sale. 

The  list  of  such  qualified  persons  and 
companies  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  field  offices  in  New 
York,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  Los 
Angeles,  California,  and  Anchorage, 
Alaska. 

Guy  R.  Martin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

June  20, 1979. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19585  FUed  6-21-79;  ft45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  431I>.«4-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[FCC  79-327] 

Reregulatlon  of  Radio  and  TV 
Broadcasting 

agency:  Federal  Commimications 

Commission. 

action:  Order. 

summary:  As  a  result  of  the  continuing 
study  of  the  reregtilation  of  broadcasting 
and  the  oversight  of  the  AM,  FM  and  TV 
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rules,  the  Commission  is  listing  in 
Subpart  H,  Part  73,  of  its  Rules  and 
Regulations  certain  FCC  policies 
pertaining  to  broadcast  services.  The 
policies  are  not  made  a  part  of  the  rules, 
but  are  listed  solely  for  reference 
purposes  and  the  convenience  of  all 
concerned. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  29, 1979. 
ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Philip  Cross,  Steve  Crane,  John  Reiser, 
Bro^cast  Bureau,  (202)  632-9660. 

SUPPtEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  reregulation  of  radio 
and  TV  broadcasting. 

Adopted:  May  29, 1979. 

Released:  June  15, 1979. 

By  the  Commission: 

1.  In  this  Reregulation  Order,  certain 
FCC  policies  pertaining  to  broadcast 
services  are  listed  in  Subpart  H,  Part  73, 
of  the  FCC’s  Rules  and  Regulations. 

2.  As  the  reregulation  work  has 
progressed  in  its  vfuious  forms, 
reviewing  rules,  determining  their 
continuing  validity,  and  making 
decisions  with  respect  to  retention, 
modification  or  deletion,  a  recurring 
question  regarding  access  to  the  FCC’s 
Policies  has  come  to  the  fore. 

3.  These  Policies  are  stated  in  a 
variety  of  ways  including:  Declaratory 
Rulings,  Public  Notices,  Reports  and 
Orders,  Primers,  Memoranda  Opinions 
and  Orders  and  letters  to  organizations 
or  persons. 

4.  Certain  policies  will  be  listed  in 
Subpart  H,  Part  73,  of  our  Rules  and 
Regulations.  They  are  not  being  made  a 

V  part  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations,  but 
are  listed,  alphabetically  and  with 
appropriate  citations,  solely  for 
reference  purposes  and  the  convenience 
of  all  concerned.  These  policies  will  be 
listed  under  separate  Section  numbers 
and  titles,  facilitating  quick  access  via 
the  alphabetical  index.  Each  Section 
will  refer  to  only  one  policy,  and  the 
Section  text  will  give  the  citations,  e.g., 
FCC  number.  Federal  Register,  FCC 
Reports,  etc. 

5.  The  listing  of  these  policies  in 
Subpart  H  of  Part  73  in  no  way  imposes 
additional  burdens  or  removes 
provisions  relied  upon  by  licensees  or 
the  public. 

6.  The  present  listing  of  FCC  policies 
and  citations  thereto  should  not  be 
relied  upon  as  an  all-inclusive  list,  and 
the  failure  to  include  a  policy  in  this  list 
does  not  affect  its  validity. 

7.  For  further  information  on  this 
Order,  contact  either  Bteve  Crane,  Philip 


Cross  or  John  Reiser,  Broadcast  Bureau, 
(202)  632-9660. 

8.  We  conclude  that,  for  the  reasons 
set  forth  above,  adoption  of  this  Order 
will  serve  the  public  interest,  and 
inasmuch  as  these  amendments  impose 
no  additional  burdens  or  raise  no  issue 
upon  which  comments  would  serve  any 
useful  purpose,  prior  notice  of 
rulemaking,  effective  date  provisions 
and  public  procedure  thereon  are 
unnecessary  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  and  Judicial 
Review  Act  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
(b)(3)(B). 

9.  'Therefore,  it  is  ordered,  That 
pursuant  to  Sections  4(i)  and  303(r)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  FCC's  Rules  and 
Regulations  are  amended  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  June  29, 1979. 

(Secs.  4, 303, 48  stat,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303.) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

A  new  undesignated  headnote,  FCC 
POLICIES,  is  added  to  Subpart  H,  Part 
73,  immediately  preceding  new 
S  73.4000,  Listing  of  FCC  Policies,  and 
new  §S  73.4000  through  73.4275  are 
added  to  Subpart  H,  Part  73,  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart  H— Rules  Applicable  to  All 
Broadcast  Stations 

Sec. 

*  *  *  •  * 

FCC  POUCIES 

73.4000  Listing  of  FCC  policies. 

73.4005  Advertising — refusual  to  sell. 
73.4010  Advertising  time — amount  of. 
73.4015  Alcoholic  beverage  advertising. 
73.4020  Ascertainment  (and  annual  list  of 
problems  and  needs). 

73.4025  Ascertainment,  noncommercial 
educational  stations. 

73.4030  Astrology  material,  broadcasts  of. 
73.4035  Audience  ratings:  hypoing  and 
survey  misuse. 

73.4040  Audience  ratings:  licensee 
distortion. 

73.4045  Barter  agreeements. 

73.4050  Children’s  TV  programs. 

73.4055  Cigarette  advertising. 

73.4060  Citizen  agreements. 

73.4065  Combination  advertising  rates,  joint 
sales  practices. 

73.4070  Commercials,  false,  misleading  and 
deceptive. 

73.4075  Commercials,  loud. 

73.4080  Commercials,  program  length. 
73.4085  Conflict  of  interest 
73.4090  Coverage  maps,  use  by  licensees. 
73.4095  Drug  lyrics. 

734100  Financial  qualifications:  new  AM 
and  FM  stations. 

73.4105  Foreign  language  programs. 

73.4110  Format  changes  of  stations. 


73.4115  Fraudulent  billing  practices. 

73.4120  Harassing  and  threatening  phone 
calls  (resulting  from  station  broadcasts). 
73.4125  Horse  racing  information 
broadcasts. 

73.4130  Horse  racing:  off-track  and  pari¬ 
mutuel  betting  advertising. 

73.4135  Interference  to  TV  reception  by  FM 
Stations. 

73.4140  Minority  ownership;  tax  certiHcates 
and  distress  sales. 

73.4145  Musical  format  service  companies’ 
agreements  with  broadcasters. 

73.4150  Musical  recordings:  repetitious 
broadcasts. 

73.4155  Network  clipping. 

73.4160  Night  time  service  areas,  class  II 
and  in  AM  stations:  computation. 

73.4165  Obsecene  language. 

73.4170  Obscene  lyrics. 

73.4175  Off-network  programs  and  featiue 
films:  presentation  restrictions. 

73.4180  Payment  disclosure:  payola,  plugola, 
kickbacks. 

73.4185  Political  broadcasting  and 
telecasting,  the  law  of. 

73.4190  Political  candidate  authorization 
notice  and  sponsorship  identification. 
73.4195  Political  advertising  by  UHF 
translators. 

73.4200  Polls,  call-in,  on  radio  and  TV 
Stations. 

73.4205  Private  interest  broadcasts  by 
licensees  to  annoy  and  harass  others, 
73.4210  Procedure  Manual:  “The  Public  and 
Broadcasting”. 

73.4215  Program  matten  supplier 
identification. 

73.4220  Promise  v.  performance:  commercial 
announcements. 

73.4225  Promotion  of  non-broadcast 
business  of  a  station. 

73.4230  Sales  contracts,  failure  to  perform. 
73.4235  Short  spacing  agreements:  FM 
static^ 

73.4240  Sirens  and  like  emergency  sound 
effects  in  announcements. 

73.4245  Sports  announcer  selection. 

73.4250  Subliminal  perception. 

73.4255  Tax  certificates:  issuance  of. 

73.4260  Teaser  announcements. 

73.4265  Telephone  conservation  broadcasts 
(network  and  like  Murces). 

73.4270  TV  broadcasts  signals:  technical 
standards. 

73.4275  Tone  clusters:  audio  attention- 
getting  devices. 

*  •  *  •  * 

FCC  Policies 

§73.4000  Listing  of  FCC  policies. 

*1116  following  Sections  list,  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  reference  and 
convenience,  certain  Policies  of  the  FCC. 
The  present  listing  of  FCC  policies  and 
citations  thereto  should  not  be  relied 
upon  as  an  all-inclusive  Ust;  and  the 
failure  to  include  a  policy  in  this  list 
does  not  affect  its  validity.  Each  Section 
bears  the  title  of  one  Policy  and  the 
citations  which  will  direct  the  user  to 
the  specific  document(s)  pertaining  to 
that  Policy. 


S  73.400S  AdwrMng— refiiMl  to  selL 
See  412  94  (Supreme  Court  1973). 

S  73.4010  AdvtfIMng  tbiM— amount  of . 

See  FCC  Rules:  Volume  L  Part  L 
8  0.281.  Authority  delegated. 

8  73.4015  McohoMc  beverage  advertising. 

See  letter  to  Senator  Edwin  C. 

Johnson,  released  August  5, 1949. 43 
F.C.C.  448. 

8  73.4020  Ascertainment  (and  annual  list 
of  problems  and  needs). 

See  Report  and  Order,  Docket  19715, 
FCC  75-1361,  adopted  December  15, 

1975.  57  F.C.C.  2d  418:  41  FR 1372, 
January  7, 1976. 

8  73.4025  AsceMnment  noncommercial 
educational  stanons.  - 

See  Report  and  Order,  Docket  19816, 
FCC  76-234,  adoped  March  11, 1976.  58 
FCC  2d  526;  41  FR  12424,  March  25. 1976. 

8  73.4030  Astrology  materiat  broadcasts 
of. 

See  letter  dated  March  23, 1972,  FCC 
72-78.  34  FCC  2d  434. 

8  73.4035  Audienoe  ratings:  bypoing  and 
survey  misuse. 

(a)  See  Report  and  Order,  Docket 
20501,  FCC  76-226,  adopted  March  10; 

1976.  58  FCC  2d  513;  41  FR  11556,  March 
la  1976. 

(b)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  65-965, 
dated  October  28, 1965. 1  FCC  2d  1078; 
30  FR  13887,  November  2. 1965. 

8  73.4040  Audleoce  ratings:  licensee 
distortion. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  77-448,  dated 
June  24. 1977. 65  FCC  2d  413;  42  FR 
34913,  July  7, 1977. 

8  73.4045  Barter  agreements. 

See  Order,  FCC  72-167,  adopted 
February  16, 1972. 33  FCC  2d  653;  37  FR 
4009,  February  25, 1972. 

8  73.4050  Children’s  TV  programs. 

See  Report  and  Policy  Statement,  , 
Docket  19142,  FCC  74-1174,  adopted 
October  24. 1974.  50  FCC  2d  1;  39  FR 
39396.  November  6, 1974. 

8  73.4055  Cigarette  adverbsing. 

See  15  U.S.C.  1335. 

8  73.4060  CWzen  agreements. 

See  Report  and  Order,  Docket  20495, 
FCC  75-1359,  adopted  December  10, 
1975.  57  FCC  2d  42;  40  FR  59730. 
December  30, 1075. 

8  73.4065  Coa«bination  advertising  rates; 
Joint  sales  practioes. 

See  Report  and  Order,  Docket  19789, 
FCC  76^190,  adopted  February  2, 1976. 


59  FCC  2d  804;  41  FR  24710,  June  18, 

1976. 

•a 

8  73.4070  Commerrials,  false,  mirieading 
and  deceptive. 

(a)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  61-1316, 
dated  November  7. 1061. 

(b)  See  letter  to  Center  Law  and 
Social  Policy,  FCC  71-1098,  dated 
October  26, 1971. 38  FCC  2d  400. 

8  73.4075  Commerrials,  loud. 

See  Public  Notice.  FCC  75-880,  dated 
July  29. 1975. 40  FR  34188,  August  14, 
1975.  Ibis  FCC  statement  alHrms  earlier 
Public  Notice.  FCC  65-618,  dated  July  12. 
1965. 1  FCC  2d  10;  30  FR  8964,  July  16, 

1965. 

8  73.4080  Commercials,  program  length. 

See  “Program  length  commercials. 
Applicability  of  Commission  Policies", 
FCC  74-77,  dated  January  29, 1974. 44 
FCC  2d  985;  39  FR  4042,  January  31. 1974. 

§  73.4085  Conflict  of  interest 

(a)  See  letter  to  Crowell-Collier 
Broadcasting,  adopted  December  9, 

1966,  FCC  66-1137. 14  FCC  2d  358. 

(b)  See  letter  to  Strauss 
Communications,  Inc.,  adopted  October 
1. 1975,  FCC  75-112a  56  FCC  2d  436. 

§  73.4090  Coverage  maps,  use  by 
licensees. 

See  letter  to  Universal 
Communications,  adopted  December  17, 
1969,  FCC  69-1397. 

§  73.4095  Drug  lyrics. 

(a)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  71-205, 
dated  March  5. 1971. 26  FCC  2d  409;  36 
FR  4901,  March  13. 1971. 

(b)  See  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order,  FCC  71-428,  adopted  April  16, 
1971.  31  FCC  2d  377;  36  FR  8090,  April 
29, 1971. 

§  73.4100  Financial  qualifications;  new  AM 
and  FM  stations. 

See  Public  Notice.  FCC  78-556,  dated 
August  2. 197a  69  FCC  2d  407;  43  FR 
34841,  August  7. 1978. 

§  73.4 1 05  Foreign  language  programs. 

See  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order, 
FCC  73-269,  adopted  March  7, 1973.  39 
FCC  2d  1037;  38  FR  7840,  March  23, 1973. 

873.4110  Format  changes  of  stations. 

See  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order, 
Docket  20682,  FCC  76-744,  adopted  July 
28. 1976.  60  FCC  2d  85a  41  FR  37153. 
September  2. 1976. 

§  7a41 15  Fraudulent  billing  practices. 

(a)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  76-489, 
dated  June  la  197a  59  FCC  2d  1268;  41 
FR  23673,  June  11. 1978. 


(b)  See  Report  and  (hdee.  Docket 
20499,  FCC  76-486,  adopted  May  25, 

1976.  59  FCC  2d,  788;  41  FR  23675.  June 
11, 197a 

(c)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  78-1155, 
dated  December  17, 1976. 62  FCC  2d  586; 
41  FR  55739,  December  22. 1976. 

873.4120  Harassing  and  threatening  ^ 
phone  calls  (resulting  from  station 
broadcasts.) 

See  letter  to  Station  WQXL,  dated 
June  24. 1970.  23  FCC  2d  872. 

§  73.4125  Horse  racing  Infonaathm  ^ 
broadcasts. 

See  Report  and  Order,  Docket  15040, 
FCC  64-533,  adopted  June  17. 1964.  36 
FCC  1571;  29  FR  8013,  June  24. 1964, 

8  73.4130  Horse  racing:  Off-track  and  pari¬ 
mutuel  betting  advertising. 

(a)  See  Declaratory  Ruling,  FCC  71- 
1251,  adopted  December  la  1971.  32 
FCC  2d  705;  36  FR  24237.  December  22. 
1971. 

(b)  See  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order,  FCC  73-355,  adopt^  March  29. 
1973.  41  FCC  2d  172;  38  FR  9531,  April 

17. 1973. 

(cj  See  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order,  FCC  73-685,  adopted  June  27, 
1973.  41  FCC  2d  803;  38  FR  18487,  July  11. 
1973. 

§73.4135  Interference  to  TV  reception  by 
FM  staUons. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  67-1012,  dated 
August  30, 1967. 

§  73.4140  Mlnlortty  ownereh^  tax 
certificates  and  distress  sales. 

(a)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  78-322, 
dated  May  25, 1978. 68  FCC  2d  979;  43 
FR  25188,  June  9, 1978. 

(b)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  78-725. 
dated  October  11. 1978. 43  FR  47612, 
October  16, 1978. 

8  73.4145  MuscUri  format  service 
companies’  agreements  with  broadcasters. 

See  Report  and  Policy  Statement 
Docket  19743,  FCC  75-1234.  adopted 
November  4, 1975.  56  FCC  2d  805;  40  FR 
55383,  November  28, 1975. 

8  73.4150  Musical  recordings;  repetitious 
broadcasts. 

See  letter  to  station  KRBE,  dated  May 

22. 1973.  40  FCC  2d  1154. 

8  73.4155  Network  clipping. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  73-230,  dated 
March  2, 1973. 40  PCC  2d  136;  38  FR 
6918,  March  14. 1973. 
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1 73.4160  Night  tbne  service  areas,  ciass  il 
and  iii  AM  stations;  computation. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  76-800,  dated 
August  26, 1976. 61  FCC  2d  764;  41 FR 
36836,  September  1, 1976. 

8  73.4165  Obscene  ianguage. 

(a)  See  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Oi^er,  FCC  75-200,  adopted  February 
12. 1975. 56  FCC  2d  94;  40  FR  11023, 
March  11. 1975. 

(b)  See  FCC  v.  Pacifica  Foundation,  — 
U.S.— ;  57  L  Ed  2d  1073, 98  S.  Ct.— ;  46 
U.S.LW.  5018  (1978). 

(c)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  63-38, 
dated  January  10, 1963. 28  FR  417, 
January  16, 1963. 

173.4170  Obscene  iyrics. 

See  letter  to  N.  Markovitz  dated  Jime 
3, 1976.  In  response  number  8310,  C  2- 
1109.  Review  denied:  FCC  76-769, 
adopted  August  5, 1976. 

8  73.4175  Off-network  programs  and 
feature  Aims:  presentation  restrictions. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  72-305,  dated 
April  6, 1972.  34  FCC  2d  1099;  37  FR 
7412,  April  14, 1972. 

8  73.4160  Payment  disciosure:  payoia, 
piugola,  kickbacks. 

(a)  See  47  U.S.C.  508.  / 

V  (b)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  70-593, 
dated  June  4, 1970.  23  FCC  2d  588;  35  FR 
9045,  June  11. 1970. 

8  73.4185  Poiiticai  broadcasting  and 
teiecastlng,  the  iaw  of. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  78-523,  dated 
August  16. 1978. 69  FCC  2d  2209;  43  FR 
36342,  August  16. 1978. 

8  73.4190  Poiiticai  candidate  authorization 
notice  and  sponsorship  identification. 

See  Joint  Public  Notice  by  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  and  the 
Federal  Election  Commission.  FCC  78- 
419,  dated  June  19, 1978. 69  FCC  2d  1129; 
43  FR  30126,  July  13, 1978. 

873.4195  Poiiticai  advertising  by  UHF 
transistors. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  76936,  dated 
October  8. 1976.  62  FCC  2d  896;  41  FR 

45043,  October  14. 1976. 

\ 

8  73.4200  Pons,  calHn,  on  radio  and  TV 
stations. 

See  letter  to  Congressman  Moss, 
dated  May  15. 1968,  FCC  68-553. 13  FCC 
2d.  964. 

8  73j4205  Private  interest  broadcasts  by 
Icensees  to  annoy  and  harass  others. 

See  letter  to  Station  WXTV  dated 
February  9, 1972.  FCC  72-131. 33  FCC  2d 
840. 


8  73.4210  Procedure  Manual:  "Ttie  Public 
and  Broadcasting”. 

See  FCC  74-942,  dated  September  $, 
1974. 49  FCC  2d  1;  39  FR  32288,  dated 
September  5. 1974. 

8  73.4215  Program  matten  supplier 
Identification. 

See  Public  Notice.  FCC  73-595,  dated 
June  1, 1973. 41  FCC  2d  333;  38  FR  14979, 
Jime  7, 1973. 

8  73.4220  Promise  versus  performance: 
commercial  announcements. 

(a)  See  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order,  Docket  14003,  adopted  July  12, 
1961.  31  FCC  85;  26  FR  6485,  July  18, 

1961. 

(b)  See  also  Moline  Television  Corp., 
et  al.  Docket  17993,  FCC  71-837,  adopted 
August  18, 1971.  31  FCC  2d  263. 

§  73.4225  Promotion  of  non-broadcast 
business  of  a  station. 

See  letter  to  Station  WADE,  dated 
September  19, 1973,  FCC  73-989. 42  FCC 
2d  1027. 

8  73.4230  Saies  contracts,  faiiure  to 
perform. 

See  Public  Notige,  FCC  73-1254,  dated 
November  29, 1973. 43  FCC  2d  978;  38  FR 
33524,  December  5, 1973. 

8  73.4235  Short  spacing  agreements:  FM 
Stations. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  75-1367,  dated 
December  15. 1975.  57  FCC  2d  1263;  40 
FR  58893,  December  19. 1975. 

§  73.4240  Sirens  and  like  emergency 
sound  effects  in  announcements.^ 

See  Public  Notice.  FCC  70-930,  dated 
August  28, 1970. 26  FCC  2d  275;  35  FR 
14024,  September  3. 1970. 

§  73.4245  Sports  announcer  selection. 

See  Report  and  Order,  Docket  19773, 
FCC  74-868,  adopted  July  31. 1974. 48 
FCC  2d.  235;  39  FR  29222,  August  14. 
1974. 

8  73.4250  Subliminal  perception. 

(a)  See  Public  Notice,  FCC  74-78, 
dated  January  24, 1974. 44  FCC  2d.  1016; 
39  FR  3714,  January  29. 1974. 

(b)  See  FCC  Information  Bulletin, 
"Subliminal  Projection",  dated 
November  1977. 

8  73.4255  Tax  certificates:  issuance  of 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  76-337,  dated 
April  21. 1976.  59  FCC  2d.  91;  41  FR 
17605,  April  27, 1976. 

8  73.4200  Teaser  armouncements. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  62-592,  dated 
June  1, 1962. 27  FR  5274,  June  5. 1962. 
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873.4265  Telephone  conversation 
broadcasts  (network  and  Nke  sources). 

See  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order, 
FCC  75-1406,  adopted  December  18, 
1975. 57  FCC  2d,  334;  41  FR  816,  January 
5. 1976. 

873.4270  TV  broadcast  signals:  technical 
standards.' 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  78-423,  dated 
June  16. 1978. 43  FR  36689,  August  18, 

1978.  This  FCC  statement  was  modified 
by  Public  Notice,  FCC  79-10,  dated 
January  10, 1979. 44  FR  3774,  January  18, 

1979. 

8  73.4275  Tone  clusters;  audio  attention- 
getting  devices. 

See  Public  Notice,  FCC  76-610,  dated 
July  2, 1976. 60  FCC  2d.  920;  41  FR  28582, 
July  12, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19454  nied  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Parts  1003  and  1132 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-111] 

Transfer  of  Motor  Carrier  Operating 
Rights;  List  of  Forms 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  rule  change. 

summary:  The  rules  adopted  in  this 
notice  revise  and  simplify  the  motor 
carrier  transfer  rules  applicable  to  small 
motor  carriers.  Substantive  changes  in 
Commission  policy  have  made  some 
provisions  of  the  ^es  obsolete.  Others 
require  applicants  and  the  Commission 
to  undergo  a  more  tedious  adjudication 
than  necessary,  since  transfers  involving 
small  carriers  seldom  contain  issues  of 
major  public  consequence. 

DATES:  Rules  become  effective  October 
22. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Judy  Holyfield  (202)  275-7864/7863/7792. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  a 
notice  proposed  rulemaking  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  February  2, 1979 
(44  FR  6759),  we  instituted  this 
proceeding  to  revise  and  simplify  the 
motor  carrier  transfer  rules  (49  CFR  Part 
1132).  We  stated  that  some  of  the 
existing  rules  were  not  relevant  because 
of  policy  changes.  We  also  indicated 
that  the  form  and  method  of  the  transfer 
adjudication  process  was  placing  an 
undue  strain  upon  applicants  and  the 
resources  of  the  Commission.  The  notice 
set  forth  a  number  of  proposed  changes 
to  shorten  and  facilitate  the  application 
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procedore.  intemted  peraoos  were 
esked  to  submit  written  comments  on 
the  changes  proposed.  Comments  were 
received  from  (1)  National  Small 
Shipments  Traffic  Conference  and  Drug 
and  Toilet  Preparation  Traffic 
Conference.  (2)  Transport  of  New  feisey, 
(3)  Deneidiolz  &  Janet.  Inc.,  (4)  JOsefdi  G. 
Dail  Jr..  Attomey-at-Law,  and  (5)  Paul  F. 
Sullivan.  Attome]r-at-I.aw. 

Discussion 

One  of  the  respondents  contends  that 
a  revision  of  the  rules  should  consider 
an  increase  in  the  $300,000  revenue 
ceiling  which  draws  the  line  between 
proceedings  coming  under  the 
provisions  of  ^  US.C,  11343  *  (foimetly 
Section  5  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act),  and  those  which  are  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  40  U.S.C  10928 
(formerly  Section  212(b)).  In  1975,  the 
Commission  submitted  a  legislative 
recommendation  to  accomplish  fiiis  very 
objective,  but  Congress  has  not  acted  on 
it 

Two  parties  express  concern  about 
the  proposed  change  in  the  notice 
procedures.  Under  the  existing  rules,  the 
Commission  gives  notice  of  the 
application’s  filing  in  the  Federal 
Register,  allows  30  days  for  protests, 
and  makes  a  decision  on  ffie  merits  of 
the  application.  The  decision  then  may 
be  appealed  by  any  interested  person. 
Under  the  proposed  rules,  the 
application  initially  would  be  a  matter 
solely  between  applicants  and  the 
Commission.  A  conditional  decision 
would  be  rendered  on  the  application  as 
filed,  and  if  approved,  a  notice  of  that 
conditional  approval  would  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Re^ster.  At 
that  time,  protest  opportunity  would 
arise  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
reconsideration.  This  is  the  same  notice 
procedure  which  covered  the  transfer 
procedure  for  16  years  until  the  present 
rules  were  adopted  in  1976.  Our 
experience  indicates  that  it  is  desirable 
to  renew  the  former  notice  procedure  to 
reduce  the  burden  on  applicants  and  the 
time  required  to  reach  an  initial 
decision. 

One  respondent  is  concerned  that 
transfers  may  create  additional 
competitive  ri^ts  or  duplicative 
services,  adversely  affect  existing 
carriers,  and  diminish  the  rights  of 
parties  to  due  process.  We  reject  diis 
position.  As  we  stated  in  the  notice. 

'Sectuui  llS4S(dXl)  exempta  from  the  provtoion* 
of  Section  11343  transactions  in  which  the  only 
parties  are  motor  carriers  and  the  asgregate  groM 
operatwg  ravamies  of  those  cairiecs  ware  not  ason 
than  $300000  dattas  a  period  of  U  coDsscatiee 
months  endinsoot  more  than  6  months  before  the 
date  of  the  agreemeDt  of  the  parUee  covering  Ae  '' 
transaction. 


transfer  proceedings  seldom  involve 
transactions  or  issues  of  significant 
public  consequence.  Moreover,  die 
effect  which  transfer  approvals  have 
upon  competing  carriers  is  not  an  issue 
in  an  adjudication  under  49  U.S.C.  10926. 
Mercer  County  Improvement, 

Transferee.  109  M.C.C.  795  (1971).  In  any 
event,  applications  will  be  reviewed  and 
if  problems  are  evident  diey  will  be 
resolved. 

Another  respondent  uiges  that  the 
revised  application  form  indude  the 
same  requirement  as  is  contained  in 
Appendix  D  of  the  Section  11343 
application  form  (OP-F-44).  That  is  a 
requirement  of  apprising  the 
Commission  whether  the  buyer  intends 
to  restrict,  halt,  or  curtail  transportation 
service  to,  from,  or  between,  any  points 
previously  served  by  the  seller.  'The 
respondent  believes  that  the 
Commission  should  deny  a  proposed 
transfer  which  would  cause  or 
contemplafe  a  discontinuance  of 
existing  services,  particularty  those 
offered  to  small  shippers.  We  believe 
that  proposed  5  1132.3  of  the  revised 
rules  adequately  protects  against 
situations  such  as  this. 

One  of  the  respondents  has  observed 
that  the  existing  transfer  rules  and 
application  form  apply  to  transfers  of 
motor  carrier  certificates  and  permits 
and  to  transactions  involving  changes  in 
the  control  or  ownership  of  broker 
licenses.  On  die  other  hand,  our 
proposed  regulations  pertain  only  to 
motor  carrier  transfer  proceeding.  The 
respondent  believes  that  our  adoption  of 
the  new  regulations,  without  change, 
would  make  it  necessary  to  formulate 
separate  rules,  procedmes,  and  forms 
affecting  broker  license  transactions. 

Our  intention  is  to  continue  to  apply 
the  transfer  rules  to  broker  transactions. 
It  is  uimecessary  to  revise  the  sections 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
dealing  with  diose  proceedings  (49  CFR 
1045.11(c).  1045.12, 1133.1(c).  and  1133.2). 
However,  we  will  .change  the  new 
application  form  as  necessary  to  show 
that  it  applies  to  these  proceedings. 

Another  respondent  endorses  our 
proposed  disclosure  requirement  in 
which  the  seller  would  specify  whedier 
it  owes  money  to  owner-operators,  and 
the  manner  in  which  it  intends  to  settle 
such  debts.  The  respondent  suggests 
that  we  impose  an  additional 
requirement  looking  toward  disclosure  . 
and  settlement  of  overcharges  to 
shippers. 

We  disagree.  Overcharges  are 
typically  a  minor  source  and  an 
insignificant  percentage  of  die  total 
revenue  of  shippers.  This  is 
distinguishable  from  money  due  owner* 


operators  which  often  is  their  only 
source  of  income.  Since  cash  flow  is 
essential  to  the  vital  role  owner- 
operators  have  in  the  national 
transportation  system,  we  feel  this  is  an 
appropriate  inquiry  in  transfer 
proceedings.  We  ^refore  affirm  the 
disclosure  requirement  concerning 
monies  due  owner-(^rators  and  reject 
the  suggestion  to  im^se  a  similiar 
requirement  concerning  settlenient  of 
overdiaiges  to  shippers. 

Finally,  one  of  the  respondents  luw 
suggested  that  the  revis^  transfer  rules 
reflect  the  informal  letter  procedure  we 
adopted  in  1977  (42  FR  45730)  to  process 
strictly  legal  changes  in  the 
indentification  of  motor  carriers.  The 
primary  example  of  this  is  the 
incorporatimi  of  a  partnership  or  sole 
proprietorship  where  no  new  pereons 
come  into  control  of  the  business.  We 
agree  with  this  suggestion.  Therefore, 
the  following  note  will  be  placed  after 
the  definition  of  ’’transfer”  in  {  1132.1(a) 
of  the  revised  rules: 

Note.— The  term  transfer  as  used  in  tlds 
part  does  not  apply  to  transactions  to 
accomplish  changes  in  the  form  of  a  business, 
such  as  tlw  incorporation  of  a  partnership  or 
sole  proprietorship.  Tq  accomplish  such 
changes,  a  letter  providing  the  foUowiiig 
information  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Conunission,  Office  of  Proceedings, 
Washington,  D.C  20423:  (1)  The  dodeet 
numbeits)  and  name  of  the  carrier  lequesting 
the  change;  (2)  a  copy  of  the  articles  of 
incorporation  or  the  state  certificate 
reflecting  the  corporation;  (3)  the  name(s)  of 
the  owner(s)  of  t^  stodc  and  tee  distribution 
of  the  shares;  (4)  the  names  of  the  officers 
and  directors  of  the  corporation;  and  (5)  a 
statement  that  there  is  no  change  in  the 
ownership,  management,  or  control  of  the 
business. 

This  decision  does  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
envrionment 

It  is  ordered: 

49  CFR  is  amended  by  striking 
existing  Section  1132  and  substituting 
revised  Section  1132  as  described  in  the 
appendix. 

Form  OP-FC-1  is  superseded  by  form 
OP-FC-1  (Revised)  as  set  forth  in  the 
appendix. 

This  decision  shall  become  effective 
October  22. 1979. 

Notice  of  this  decision  shall  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a 
copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C..  nnd 
by  filing  a  copy  of  the  attached  notice 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  tlm  Federal 
Register. 

Dated:  May  17, 1979. 
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By  the  Commission,  Chairman  O’Neal,  Vice 
Chairman  Brown,  Commissioners  Stafford, 
Gresham,  Qapp,  and  Christian. 

H.  G.  Homme,  fr,. 

Secretary. 

Title  49  of  die  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  revising  Part 
1132. 

PART  1132— TRANSFERS  OF 
OPERATING  RIGHTS 

Sec. 

1132.1  Definitions. 

1132.2  Applications. 

1132.3  Criteria  for  approval. 

1132.4  Petitions  for  reconsideration. 

1132.5  Operations  by  fiduciaries. 

Authority.  49  US-C 10926;  5  U.S.C.  562(b). 
Note:  These  rules  spell  out  the  procedures 

which  enable  motor  carriers  to  obtain 
approval  fiom  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  to  merge,  transfer,  or  lease  their 
operating  rights  in  flnannial  transactions  not 
subject  to  Section  11343  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act 

§1132.1  Definitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  part,  the 
following  definitions  shall  apply — 

(a)  Transfer.  The  sale  or  lease  of 
interstate  motor  carrier  operating 
rights  '■  or  the  merger  of  two  or  more 
carriers  or  a  carrier  and  a  non-carrier, 
when  the  tremsactions  are  not  subject  to 
section  11343  of  the  Act 

Note:  The  term  transfer  as  used  in  this  part 
does  not  apply  to  transactions  to  acccunplish 
changes  in  the  reform  of  a  business,  such  as 
the  incorporation  of  a  partnership  or  sole 
proprietorship.  To  accomplish  such  changes, 
a  letter  providing  the  following  information 
should  addremed  to  the  Commission, 
Office  of  Proceedings,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423:  (1)  The  docket  numberfs)  and  name  of 
th^  carrier  requesting  the  change:  (2)  a  copy 
of  the  articles  of  incorporation  or  the  state 
certificate  reflecting  the  corporation;  (3)  the 
namesis)  of  the  ownerfs)  of  the  stock  and  the 
distribution  of  the  shares;  (4)  ffie  names  of  the 
officers  and  directors  of  the  corporation;  and 
(5)  a  statement  that  there  is  no  change  in  the 
ownership,  management,  or  control  oi  the 
business. 

(b)  Operating  Rights.  Authority  to 
perform  transportation  as  a  motor 
carrier  as  authorized  by  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity,  a 
permit,  or  a  certificate  of  registration 
issued  by  this  Commission.  The  term 
includes  authority  held  by  virtue  of  the 
gateway  elimination  regulations 
published  in  the  Fedejral  Register  as 
letter-notices. 


’The  execution  of  a  chattel  mortage,  deed  of 
tnut  or  other  similar  document  does  not  constitute 
a  transfer  or  require  the  Commission's  approvaL 
However,  a  for^osure  for  the  purpose  of 
transferring  an  operating  right  to  satisfy  a  judgment 
or  claim  against  the  record  holder  or  to  settle  an 
estate  shall  not  be  effectuated  without  approval  of 
the  Commission. 


(c)  Certificate  of  Registration.  The 
evidence  of  a  motor  carrier's  rights  to 
engage  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
within  a  single  State  as  established  by  a 
correspondii^  State  certificate. 

(d)  Duplicating  Service  Rights. 
Operati^  rights  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  passengers,  or  of  the 
same  commodities,  from  and  to,  or 
between,  the  same  points  in 
substantially  competitive  or  duplicative 
service. 

(e)  Person.  An  individual,  partnership, 
corporation,  company,  association  or 
other  form  of  business,  or  a  trustee, 
receiver,  assignee,  or  personal 
representative  of  any  of  these. 

(f)  Record  Holder.  The  person  shown 
on  the  records  of  the  Commission  as  the 
legal  owner  of  the  operating  rights. 

(g)  Control.  A  relationdiip  between 
persons,  including  actual  control,  legal 
control,  and  the  power  to  exercise 
control,  through  or  by  common  directors, 
officers,  stodf^lders,  a  voting  trust,  or  a 
holding  or  investment  con^iany,  or  any 
other  means. 

§1132.1  Applications. 

(a)  Form.  Transfers  shall  be  requested 
in  writing  on  the  specific  form 
prescribed  by  the  Commission.  They 
also  may  be  requested  by  letter  if  aU 
required  facts  are  presented. 

(b)  Filing.  The  original  and  two  copies 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 
The  original  must  show  that  an 
additional  copy  has  been  furnished  to 
the  Commission's  District  Supervisor  for 
the  district(s)  in  which  the  applicant's 
headquarters  are  located. 

(c)  Content:  Particular  facts  to  be 
included  depend  on  the  type  of 
transaction  presented:  (1)  Category  1 
Transfers.  Transactions  in  which  tiie 
person  to  whom  the  operating  rights 
would  be  transferred  is  not  an  ICC 
motor  carrier  and  is  not  afiUiated  with 
any  ICC  motor  carrier.  (2)  Category  2 
Transfers.  Transactions  in  which  the 
person  to  whom  the  operating  rights 
would  be  transferred  is  an  ICC  motor 
carrier  and/or  is  affiliated  with  an  ICC 
motor  carrier. 

In  Category  1  and  Category  2  transfers, 
applicants  shall  furnish  the  following: 

(a)  full  name,  address,  and  signatme  of  the 
transferee: 

(b)  fiiU  name,  address,  and  signature  of  the 
transferor; 

(c)  a  copy  of  the  complete  ICC  operating 
autlumty  d  transfenff,  which  shall  be  clewly 
marked  to  show  the  rights  being  transferred 
and  those  being  retained; 

(d)  a  copy  of  each  written  agreement 
covering  the  proposed  transfer  of  the  ICC 
operating  rights.  State  authorities,  real  estate. 


equipment,  and  other  property  involved  in  the 
transaction; 

(e)  die  status  of  the  proceedings  for  the 
timber  of  the  State  certificate(s) 
corresponding  to  the  certificate  oi  registration 
being  transfnred; 

(f)  a  certified  copy  of  any  court  order 
issued  to  accomplish  the  transfer  or  to 
establish  the  authority  of  an  executor, 
trustee,  receiver,  or  the  like;  and 

(g)  a  statement  on  whether  the  proposed 
transfer  (will)  (will  not)  significantly  affect 
the  quality  of  the  haman  environment 

Category  2  applicants  also  must 
submit  the  following: 

(a)  a  copy  oi  the  conqdete  ICC  operating 
authority  oi  the  transferee  and  its  ICC  motor 
carrier  ^liate(s); 

(b)  condensed  income  statements  for 
applicants  cmd  their  ICC  affiliates  for  the 
preceding  and  current  calendar  years; 

(c)  current  balance  sheet  and  proforma 
balance  sheet  for  the  transferee,  the  latter  di 
which  shall  be  adjusted  to  reflect 
consummation  of  the  proposed  transfer,  and 

(d)  a  statement  indicating  whether  (a)  the 
operating  rights  to  be  transferred  can  or  will 
be  joined  with  any  irregular  route  operating 
rights  of  transferee,  and  (b)  a  gateway 
elimination  application  is  being  filed 
concurrently. 

(d)  Notice  to  the  public.  The 
Commission  will  furnish  public  notice  of 
transfer  applications  only  if  they  are 
approved.  Notice  shall  be  given  by 
publishing  a  summary  of  the  transaction 
in  the  Feder^  Register.  Protests  received 
prior  to  the  notice  wilt  be  rejected. 

§  1132.3  Criteria  for  approvaL 

(a)  A  traiufer  shall  be  approved  i£  (1) 
the  transactkm  is  exempt  from  Section 
11343  (formeriy  Section  5)  of  the  Act  (2) 
transferee  is  fit  to  receive  authority;  and 
(3)  no  public  harm  will  result 

(b)  ^posed  divisions  of  operating 
rights  along  clearly  defined  lines 
generally  may  be  approved  when  they 
do  not  unduly  fragment  the  operating 
rights  of  the  tranrferor»  imi»operly 
divide  them,  or  result  in  substantially 
competitive  or  duplicative  services.  The 
Commission  usually  will  not  approve 
applications  which  propose:  (1)  the 
separation  of  a  commodity  or 
commodities  from  a  class  of 
substantially  related  commodities  or 
from  general  commodity  authority;  or  (2) 
the  transfer  of  an  alternate  route  or 
intermediate  or  off-route  point  from  the 
route  to  which  it  is  appurtenant 

(c)  The  Commission  will  not  ai^>rove 
a  transfer  or  lease  of  operating  ri^ts  to 
a  person  who  controls,  is  cmtroU^  by, 
or  is  under  common  control  with  anoher 
person  who  is  the  record  bolder  of 
operating  rights  udiich  materially 
duplicate  those  to  be  transferrecL 

(d)  The  Commisskm  will  not  approve 
a  proposed  lease  of  operating  ri^ts  for 
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more  than  one  year,  unless  there  are 
unusual  or  compelling  circumstances. 

(e]  The  Commission  will  not  approve 
a  transfer  of  operating  rights  if  it  finds 
that  transferor  obtained  the  rights  for 
speculation  or  that  transferee  does  not 
intend  to  engage  in  bona  fide  motor 
carrier  operations. 

$11 32.4  Petitions  for  reconsideration. 

(a)  Petitions  seeking  reconsideration 
must  be  filed  within  20  days  following 
service  of  denial  decisions  or 
publication  of  affirmative  decisions  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Within  20  days 
after  the  final  date  for  filing,  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  and  shall: 
(1)  detail  alleged  specific  errors  in  the 
decision;  (2)  include  concise  arguments 
in  support  of  each  allegation;  and  (3) 
indicate  service  upon  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding. 

(b)  If  oral  hearing  is  requested, 
petitioner  shall  explain  why  the 
testimony  and  evidence  it  seeks  to 
present  cannot  be  readily  developed 
with  affidavits  and  adjufficated  without 
a  hearing. 

§  1 132.5  Operationt  by  fiduciaries. 

(a)  Persons  authorized  by  law  to 
collect  and  preserve  property  of 
incapacitated,  financially  disabled, 
ban^pt,  or  deceased  holders  of 
operating  rights,  and  assignees  of 
operating  ri^ts,  may  continue  the 
operations  without  approval  of  a 
transfer.  Within  30  days  after  assuming 
control,  such  persons  shall  give  notice  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission.  This 
shall  consist  of  a  certified  copy  of  the 
court  order  appointing  the  fiduciary,  a 
statement  describing  the  operations  and 
the  particular  operating  rights  afiected, 
the  full  name  and  address  of  the 
person(s)  continuing  the  operations,  and 
the  circumstances  and  date  when 
control  of  the  operations  was  assumed. 

If  a  court  order  has  not  been  issued,  the 
fiduciary  must  submit  the  best  evidence 
of  his/her  authority. 

(b)  Operations  by  fiduciaries  may  be 
continued  in  the  name  of  the  record 
holder  of  the  operating  right,  followed 
by  the  name  of  the  person  conducting 
operations.  For  example:  John  Jones, 
Richard  Smith,  administrator. 

(c)  All  tariffs,  schedules,  reports  or 
other  documents  required  to  be  filed  by 
record  holders  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  Commission's  rules  shall 
be  made  by  the  fiduciary  and  shall 
constitute  compliance  for  the  record 
holder. 
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Small  Carrier  Transfer  Application  Form 
NO.  MC-FC-00000  (for  Commission  use  only) 

Through  the  filing  of  this  original 
application,  two  copies  and  a  $100  filing  fee 
(dieck  or  money  older)  with  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423,  the  applicants 
named  below  request  transfer  approval  under 
Section  10031, 10932, 10924  or  10926  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act 

Exhibit  /.  Identification  of  Applicants 


Name  of  transferee 


Business  form:  corporation,  partnership, 
individual 


Trade  name 


Business  address  and  Zip  Code 
DECLARATIONS: 

1.  Transferee  (is)  (is  not)  an  ICC  motor 
carrier. 

2.  Transferee  (is)  (is  not)  a  rail  carrier, 
water  carrier,  express  company,  freight 
forwarder,  or  broker  regulated  by  the  ICC. 

3.  Transferee  (is)  (is  not)  affiliated  with  a 
motor,  rail,  or  water  carrier,  express  • 
company,  freight  forwarder,  or  broker. 

4.  The  name(s)  of  the  rail  or  water  carrier, 

freight  forwarder,  express  company,  or 
broker  which  transferee  owns,  or  is  affiliated 
with,  is: - 


.Name  of  transferor 


Business  form:  corporation,  partnership, 
individual 


Trade  name 


Business  address  and  Zip  Code 

Exhibit  II.  Identification  of  ICC  Rights  Being 
Transferred 

We  seek  to  (transfer)  (lease)  (a  portion  of) 
(the  entire)  ICC  operating  rights  unden 
Certificate  No,  MC — 

Permit  No.  MC — 

Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC — 

License  No.  MC — 

We  have  attached  true  copies  of  the  ICC 
certificates  and  permits  of  transferor  and 
have  marked  the  portions  to  be  transferred, 
retained,  or  canceled. 

Transferor  owes - to  owner-operators 

for  services  rendered.  (If  applicable] 
Transferor  plans  to  settle  Aese  debts  in  the 
following  manner 

Exhibit  III,  Terms  of  the  Transaction 

We  (have)  (do  not  have)  written 
agreements  covering  the  ICC  rights.  State 
authorities,  real  estate,  equipment,  and  other 
property  involved  in  the  transaction.  We 
have  attached  copies  of  those  agreements  or, 
if  not,  have  submitted  a  statement  explaining 
the  terms  of  the  transaction. 

If  our  application  involves  a  lease,  we  have 
specified  the  monthly  rental  fee,  conditions, 
and  time  limits  of  the  lease. 


Exhibit  IV.  Certificate  of  Registration 
Transfer 

Our  application  (does)  (does  not]  involve 
the  transfer  of  a  Certificate  of  Registration.  If 
it  does,  we  have  attached  a  copy  of  the  State 
order  approving  the  transfer  of  the  > 
corresponding  State  rights  or  will  furnish  it 
when  it  is  available. 

Exhibit  V.  Certifications 

A.  We  certify  that  on - ,  19 — , 

we  mailed  a  complete  copy  of  this 
application  to  the  ICC  field  office  located  at 
- (city  and  State). 

B.  We  certify  that  this  transaction  (will) 
(will  not]  significantly  affect  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment. 

C.  We  understand  that  knowing  and  willful 
omissions  of  material  facts  constitute  Federal 
criminal  violations  punishable  by  up  to  five 
years  imprisonment  and  fines  up  to  $10,000 
for  each  offense.  (18  U.S.C.  1001). 


Signature  of  Transferee 


Signature  of  Transferor 

Exhibit  VI.  Applicants  Representative 


Name  and  business  telephone 


Capacity 


Business  address  and  Zip  Code 

If  Transferee  Is  an  ICC  Carrier  and/or  Is 
Affiliated  With  an  ICC  Carrier,  Complete  This 
Part 

Exhibit  VII.  Supplement 
-  Since  transferee  is  an  ICC  motor  carrier 
and/or  is  affiliated  with  an  ICC  carrier,  we 
have  submitted  the  following  supplemental 
information: 

A.  Name(s)  of  ICC  motor  carrier  affiliate  of 
transferee  and  a  statement  describing  the 
extent  of  this  affiliation. 

B.  True  copies  of  the  ICC  operating  rights 
of  transferee  and  its  affiliates. 

C.  Condensed  income  statements  of 

transferee,  transferor,  and  their  ICC  affiliates 
for  the  previous  calendar  year  and  the 
cmrent  calendar  year  to  the  latest  available 
date.  ^ 

D.  Current  balance  sheet  and  pro  forma 
balance  sheet  for  transferee;  the  pro  forma 
statement  has  been  adjusted  to  show  the 
effects  of  the  transaction. 

-  E.  A  statement  indicating  if  (1)  the  rights  to 
be  transferred  can  or  will  be  joined  with  any 
irregular-route  rights  of  transferee,  and  (2)  a 
directly-related  gateway  elimination 
application  has  been  filed. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-19S37  Filed  S-21-79:  S:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

$0  CFR  Part  285 

Atlantic  Bluefin  Tuna 

agency:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration/ 

Commerce. 

action:  Interpretation  of  Regulations. 

summary:  The  following  material 
constitutes  an  interpretation  of  50  CFR 
§  285.9  which  implements,  in  part, 
section  9(d]  of  the  Atlantic  Timas 
Convention  Act  16  U.S.C  section  971(g). 
This  section  of  the  regulations  sets  forth 
determinations  made  by  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Fisheries.  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  pursuant  to  Section  9(d) 
of  the  Act  concerning  the  application  of 
federal  bluefin  tuna  regulations  (50  CFR 
285,  Subpart  B)  in  state  waters,  ^me 
question  has  recently  been  expressed 
concerning  the  effect  of  this  provision  on 
state  regulation  of  fishing  for  bluefin 
tuna  in  state  waters,  particularly  in  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts. 
Accordingly,  this  publication  is  intended 
to  clarify  the  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration/National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service’s  interpretation 
of  50  CFR  section  285.9 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  William  Gordon,  Director,  Office  of 
Resource  Conservation  and 
Management,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  3300  Whitehaven  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20235. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  Under 
section  9(d)  of  the  Atlantic  Tunas 
Convention  Act  16  U.S.C  section  971(g) 
as  implemented  by  50  CFR  285.8,  federal 
regulations  promidgated  to  implement 
recommendations  of  the  International 
Commission  for  the  Conservation  of 
Atlantic  Tunas  shall  apply  within  the 
boundaries  of  any  State  bordering  on 
the  Convention  area  if  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  determines  that  such  State, 
(1)  has  not  within  a  reasonable  period 
of  time  after  the  promulgation  of 
regulations,  enacted  laws  which 
implement  any  such  recommendation  of 
the  Commission:  or  (2)  has  enacted  laws 
or  promulgated  regulations  which  are 
less  restrictive  than  federal  regulations 
or  which  are  not  effectively  enforced. 
Upon  notice  of  a  determination,  any 
affected  state  may  request  a  hearing  on 
the  record.  The  responsibility  for  making 
determinations  under  the  Act  has  been 
delegated  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 


for  Fisheries,  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration. 

Under  section  9(e)  of  the  Act,  the 
Assistant  Administrator  is  also  under  an 
obligation  to  undertake  a  continuing 
review  of  relevant  laws  and  regulations 
of  all  states  to  which  the  Act  and  the 
regulations  apply  or  may  apply,  and  the 
extent  to  which  those  state  laws  and 
regulations  are  enforced. 

Initial  determinations  were  made  by 
the  Director,  NMFS  in  correspondence 
with  the  affected  states  in  May  and  June 
of  1976.  On  August  4, 1976  NMFS 
published  50  CFR  285.9  setting  forth 
those  determinations  as  follows: 

“Pursuant  to  section  9(d)  of  the  Atlantic 
Tunas  Convention  Act  (16  U.S.C.  S  971)  and 
§  285.8  of  this  Title  50  CFR,  the  Director  has 
determined  that  the  territorial  sea  of  the 
United  States  adjacent  to  the  States  of 
Florida,  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Virginia. 
Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hamp^ire  and  Puerto 
Rico  and  Virgin  Islands  are  included  in  the 
regulatory  area  for  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna.  The 
Director  further  finds  that  the  following 
provisions  of  Title  50  CFR  as  amended,  shall 
be  effective  in  the  territorial  waters  of  the 
United  States  adjacent  to  die  State  of  Maine, 
Sections  285.1  through  285.11  inclusive, 

S  285.12,  except  paragraph  (a)  and  paragraph 
(b)(2),  S  9  285.14  throu^  285.17  inclusive.” 

Recently  question  has  been  raised, 
particularly  with  regard  to  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts, 
concerning  whether  the  application  of 
federal  regulations  prevents  concurrent 
application  of  state  regulations 
concerning  bluefin  tuna  in  state  waters. 
Under  a  Massachusetts  regulation 
approved  by  the  Massachusetts  Fishery 
Advisory  Commission  on  July  1, 1976,  a 
limited  entry  system  for  tuna  purse 
seining  is  e^orced  within 
Massachusetts  waters. 

The  Atlantic  Tunas  Convention  Act  is 
silent  on  the  question  of  total  versus 
partial  preemption.  However,  in  view  of 
the  language  in  subsection  9(d)(1)  of  the 
Act  which  is  intended  to  preserve  state 
jurisdiction,  and  the  general  purposes 
and  policies  of  the  Act.  it  is  our  view 
that  application  of  federal  regulations 
under  the  Act  does  not,  by  implication, 
require  displacement  of  state  regulations 
which  when  concurrently  applied  do  not 
conflict  with  federal  reg^ations  and  are 
not  inconsistent  with  conservation  and 
management  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
under  recommendations  made  by  the 
Commission.  Implicit  preemption  of 
regulations  not  inconsistent  with  federal 
management  would  contravene  the 
intent  of  section  9(dKl)  without  being 
necessary  to  fulfill  national  and 
international  conservation  and 
management  obligations. 


In  keeping  with  these  views,  NMFS 
has  operated  since  1976  on  the 
assumption  that  state  regulations  not 
explicitly  preempted  and  meeting  the 
above  criteria  could  continue  to  be 
applied  within  state  waters  concurrently 
with  federal  bluefin  tuna  regulations.  No 
effort  has  been  made  in  our  continuing 
review  of  laws  and  regulations  to 
prevent  tiie  concurrent  application  of 
regulations  such  as  the  Massachusetts 
limited  entry  scheme  for  tuna  purse 
seine  vessels. 

INTERPRETATION:  The  National  Oceanic 
and  Atmospheric  Administration, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
wishes  to  clarify  that  the  application  of 
federal  regulations  in  state  waters  under 
50  CFR  285.9  is  not  intended  to  prevent 
the  application  of  state  regulations 
which  when  concurrently  applied  do  not 
conflict  with  federal  regulations,  and  are 
not  inconsistent  with  conservation  and 
management  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
under  recommendations  made  by  the 
International  Conunission  for  the 
Conservation  of  Atlantic  Tunas. 

Authority.— Atlantic  Tunas  Convention 
AcL  16  U.S.C.  9  971-a71h. 

Signed  at  Wa^ington,  D.C  this  19th  day  of 
June,  1979. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. ' 

(FR  Doc  79-19S74  Filed  B-Zl-7».  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3StO-22-4l 


(50  CFR  Part  652] 

Atlantic  Surf  Clam  and  Ocean  Quahog 
Fisheries  Amendment  to  Regulations  ; 

agency:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration/ 
Commerce. 

action:  Amendment  to  final  regulations. 

summary:  The  final  regulations  for  the 
surf  clam  and  ocean  quahog  fisheries 
are  amended  to:  (1)  Establish  fixed 
ending  times  for  designated  surf  clam 
fishing  periods;  and  (2)  create  a 
presumption  concerning  fishing  gear 
which  remains  in  the  water  after  the  end 
of  those  periods. 

effective  date:  OOOl  hours,  July  1, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  W.  Hanks,  Acting  Regional 
Director,  Northeast  Region,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  14  Elm  Street, 
Gloucester,  Massachusetts  01930, 
telephone  (617)  281-8600. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  Section  302  of  the  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act  of 
1976, 16  U.S.C.  1801  et  aeq.,  as  amended 
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(Act),  a  fishery  management  plan  (FMP) 
for  the  surf  clam  and  ocean  quahog 
fisheries  was  prepared  by  the  Mid* 
Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council 
(Council),  llie  FMP  was  approved  in 
accordance  with  Section  3(M  of  the  Act 
and  published  on  November  23. 1977  (42 
FR  60438).  Regulations  implementing  the 
FMP  were  published  on  February  17, 

1978  (43  FR  6952)  and  codified  at  50  CFR 
Part  652. 

A  number  of  proposed  amendments  to 
the  final  regulations  were  published  on 
April  5, 1979  (44  FR  20467)  and  a  series 
of  public  hearings  were  held  to  discuss 
the  proposed  changes.  The  hearings 
were  held  in  Wildwood  Crest  New 
Jersey,  April  12, 1979;  Ocean  City. 
Maryland,  April  13, 1979;  and  Fairhaven, 
Massachusetts,  April  16, 1979.  A  total  of 
25  persons  attended  the  hearings.  Two 
of  the  proposed  amendments  included 
(1)  establishing  fixed  ending  times  for 
designated  surf  clam  fishing  periods, 
and  (2)  creating  a  presumption 
conce^ng  fishing  gear  which  remains 
in  the  water  after  the  end  of  fishing 
periods.  Two  other  proposed 
amendments,  including  establishing  a 
system  whereby  the  s^  clam  permit  of 
a  vessel  would  freely  transfer  when  the 
ownership  of  the  vessel  changes,  and  a 
prohibition  on  the  harvest  of  both  surf 
clams  and  ocean  quahogs  during  the 
same  fishing  trip  were  discussed  at  the 
hearings.  Action  on  these  other 
proposed  amendments  will  be  taken  at  a 
later  date. 

Establishing  Fixed  Fishing  Periods 

Section  652.7  of  the  final  regulations 
implementing  the  FMP  originally 
established  a  4-day  work  week  for 
vessels  harvesting  surf  clams  in  the 
fishery  conservation  zone  (FCZ).  That 
section  also  gave  the  Regional  Director 
of  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
the  authority  to  reduce  the  number  of 
fishing  days  to  allow  clamming 
throughout  an  entire  quarter.  Each 
vessel  operator  selected  the  days  during 
which  he  desired  to  fish.  A  fishing  day 
was  considered  to  be  a  24-hour  period, 
beginning  after  midnight  (0001  hours). 
Considerable  protest  was  received  from 
those  in  the  industry  stating  that  the  day 
thus  established  was  inflexible  and 
forced  them  to  navigate  in  darkness.  On 
March  31, 1978,  §  652.7  was  amended  to 
allow  vessel  operators  to  select  for 
themselves  the  beginning  and  ending 
times  for  their  fishing  periods  (43  FR 
13581),  which  could  be  multiples  of  12 
hours,  depending  upon  the  level  of  effort 
allowed  during  that  quarter. 

A  number  of  individuals  have 
commented  that  the  conditions 
established  by  the  March  31, 1978 


amendment  have  impaired  law 
enforcement  efforts  and  that  a 
widespread  pattern  of  fishing  beyond 
designated  fishing  periods  exists. 

Vessels  with  fishing  periods  ending  after 
dayli^t  cannot  be  effectively  monitored 
to  assure  that  they  cease  fishing 
activities  at  the  end  of  their  designated 
fishing  periods. 

To  respond  to  this  situation,  the 
Coimcil  proposed  the  establishment  of 
fixed  designated  fishing  periods.  This 
would  facilitate  enforcement  against 
those  who  would  fish  beyond  their 
designated  fishing  periods,  thus 
increasing.the  effectiveness  of  the 
current  management  measures  and 
furthering  the  objectives  of  the  FMP. 

The  proposal  which  was  taken  to 
public  hearings  would  require  all  fishing 
periods  to  end  in  daylight  hours. 
Designated  fishing  periods  would  end  at 
1700  hours  during  that  part  of  the  year  in 
which  Eastern  Standard  Time  is  in 
effect.  When  Daylight  Savings  Time  is  in 
effect  all  fishing  periods  would  end  at 
1800  hours.  Comments  received  on  the 
proposal  were  generally  favorable,  but 
there  were  serious  objections  raised, 
particularly  in  Ocean  City,  Maryland. 
Some  vessel  operators  were  concerned 
that  coordination  with  processing  plants 
and  docks,  and  passage  through  critical 
navigational  points  such  as  inlets  and 
drawbridges  may  be  complicated  if 
vessels  are  all  working  similar 
schedules.  However,  other  operators 
have  pointed  out  that  the  fixed  periods 
refer  to  fishing  time,  and  that  differences 
in  steaming  time  and  fishing  locations 
will  serve  to  spread  the  arrival  time  of 
vessels  at  critical  traffic  points  such  as 
inlets  and  docks. 

One  of  the  features  of  the  original 
Council  proposal  required  that  vessels 
choosing  24  hour  periods  begin  and  end 
their  fishing  operations  at  0600  hours. 
This  might  have  resulted  in  vessels 
landing  clams  only  a  few  hours  before 
processing  plants  stopped  their 
operation  for  the  day,  leaving  clams 
overnight  on  the  do^.  To  avoid  this 
problem,  the  proposal  which  has  been 
adopted  requires  an  ending  time  of  1800 
hours,  which  will  allow  the  vessels  to 
return  to  port  and  unload  in  time  to  have 
the  clams  ready  for  processing  the  next 
morning.  The  establishment  of  an  ending 
time  of  1800  hours  is  in  general 
conformity  with  the  ending  time  selected 
by  most  vessel  operators  at  present.  In 
the  second  quarter  of  1979, 81%  of  those 
vessel  operators  selecting  two  12  hour  • 
periods  chose  periods  ending  at  1800 
hours,  and  most  of  the  other  selections 
had  ending  times  close  to  1800  hours. 

The  amendment  has  received  lengthy 
review  and  has  been  commented  on  by 


many  individuals  in  the  industry.  They 
are  concerned  that  the  enforcement 
capability  must  be  enhanced  and  feel 
this  is  one  method  which  can 
accomplish  that  end.  The  structuring  of 
certain  provisions  of  the  proposal  made 
to  bring  it  into  conformance  with  the 
current  practices  of  fishing  time 
selection  and  the  industry’s  logistical 
needs  makes  this  the  most  acceptable 
solution  for  the  enforcement  difficulties. 
However,  the  effectiveness  of  this 
regulation  will  be  evaluated  after  the 
first  three  months  of  its  implementation 
and,  if  necessary,  adjustments  will  be 
made  at  that  time. 

Gear  in  Water  After  Fishing  Periods 

The  presumption  that  the  presence  of 
a  vessel's  fishing  gear  in  the  water  one- 
half  hour  after  the  end  of  the  vessel's 
designated  surf  clam  fishing  period 
constitutes  fishing  in  violation  of  the 
regulations  is  necessary  to  enable 
eifforcement  officers  to  enforce  the 
regulations  without  necessitating  what 
is  at  times  hazardous,  unsafe,  or 
impracticable  boarding  of  vessels  to 
determine  their  compliance. 

There  has  been  no  significant 
comment  or  objection  to  this  proposal 
from  the  fishing  community  at  the  public 
hearings  or  during  the  comment  period. 
Most  surf  clammers  are  supportive  of 
reasonable  measures  which  can 
increase  the  likelihood  that  violators 
will  be  brought  to  justice.  This 
amendment  will  require  operators  who 
have  their  gear  in  the  water  beyond 
their  authorized  fishing  periods  to 
provide  evidence  that  they  are  not 
engaged  in  illegal  fishing  activity. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries  has  determined  that  this  action 
does  not  constitute  a  major  federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  requiring  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  and  that  the  action  is  not  a 
significant  action  under  Executive  Order 
12044. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries  has  determined  the  need  for 
effective  enforcement  of  the  regulations 
implementing  the  surf  clam  and  ocean 
quahog  FMP  provides  good  cause  for 
.making  these  regulations  effective  on 
July  1, 1979,  rather  than  30  days  after 
publication,  as  normally  provided  by  5 
U.S.C.  section  553(d). 

(16  U.S.C.1801e/se9.; 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  the  19th 
day  of  Jime  1979. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 
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50  CFR  Part  652  is  revised  as  follows:  ~ 

Insert  between  §  652.7(a)(1)  and  (a)(2) 
a  new  paragraph  (a)(l)(i)  as  follows: 

S  652.7  '  Effort  restriction. 

(a)  *  *  ‘ 

(1).*  •  *  (i)  Designated  fishing  periods 
shall  end  at  5  p.m.  (1700  hours)  during 
that  part  of  the  year  in  which  Eastern 
Standard  Time  is  in  effect.  Designated 
fishing  periods  shall  end  at  6  p.m.  (1800 
hours)  during  that  part  of  the  year  in  ‘ 
which  Dayli^t  Savings  Time  is  in  effect. 
•  *  *  •  * 

2.  Add  to  §  652.4  a  new  paragraph 
(b)(3)  as  follows: 

§  652.4  Restrictions. 
***** 

(3)  The  presence  of  a  vessel's  fishing 
gear  in  the  water  one-half  hour  after  the 
end  of  the  vessels's  designated  fishing 
period  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  that 
the  vessel  is  fishing  in  violation  of  the 
Act  and  these  regulations. 
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Proposed  Rules 


Federal  Register 
VoL  44.  No.  122 
Friday,  Jane  22,  1979 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
pfX)posed  issuance  of  njles  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  p«sons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
rrtakir)g  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
(7  CFR  Part  245] 

Free  and  Reduced  Price  Meals  and 
Free  Milk  In  Schools;  Extension  of 
Contment  Period 

agency:  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Extension  of  comment  period. 

summary:  This  notice  extends  the 
public  comment  period  regarding  the 
proposed  rule,  published  May  25, 1979 
(44  FR  30351),  providing  for  a  change  in 
the  required  method  of  announcing 
eligibility  criteria  for  free  and  reduced 
price  meals  in  the  letter  to  parents  to 
discourage  abuse  in  the  free  and 
reduced  price  meal  application  process. 

DATES:  The  close  of  comment  period 
announced  in  44  FR  30351  was  June  25, 
1979.  The  revised  comment  period  will 
be  extended  for  an  additional  7  days  to 
July  2, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sent  to 
Margaret  O'K.  Glavin,  Director,  School 
Programs  Division,  USDA,  FNS, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250  (202)  447-8130. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Margaret  O’K.  Glavin,  Director,  School 
Programs  Division,  USDA,  FNS, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250  (202)  447-8130. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 
25, 1979  the  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
published  proposed  regulations  (44  FR 
30351)  which  would  allow  School  Food 
Authorities  the  option  of  including  in  the 
letter  to  parents  only  the  maximum 
eligibility  criteria  for  reduced  price 
meals  in  schools  that  participate  in  the 
National  School  Lunch  and/or  School 
Breakfast  Programs.  The  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service  believes  that  use  of 
this  option  would  discourage  abuse  in 
the  free  and  reduced  price  meal 
application  process.  'Ibe  May  25 
proposal  referred  to  a  semi-annual 
report  to  Congress  by  USDA’s  Office  of 


Inspector  General.  This  report  serves  as 
documentary  support  for  the  proposal. 
The  report  stated  that: 

”  •  *  •  the  information  on  the  (free  and 
reduced  price)  form  is  not  subject  to 
verification  unless  the  school  has  actual 
cause  to  believe  that  it  is  erroneous.  In  a 
recent  experiment  we  asked  families  in  one 
city  to  justify  the  income  reported  on  their 
approved  free  meal  applications. 
Approximately  9  percent  of  the  families 
certified  for  fi«e  meals  were  only  eligible  for 
reduced  price  meals.  Another  two  percent  of 
the  families  were  determined  to  be  ineligible 
for  either  free  or  reduced  price  meals.  These 
figures  cannot  be  projected  nationally 
because  only  one  city  was  involved,  and  that 
city  has  had  an  excellent  reputation  for 
checking  to  ensure  that  the  applications,  as 
submitted,  are  valid.  Furthermore,  we  did  not 
conduct  independent  third  party  verifiation  of 
applications  in  our  experiment,  so  the 
percentage  of  misrepresentation  is  probably 
somewhat  understated.” 

The  report  went  on  to  state  that  the 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service  is 
developing  a  regulatory  proposal  that 
will  deal  with  some  of  the  abuses  in  the 
application  process  which  should  make 
it  more  difficult  to  misrepresent  a 
family's  income  as  being  just  below  the 
free  meal  limit 

The  report  was  submitted  to  Congress 
on  May  30  and  was  formally  released  to 
the  public  on  June  1.  FNS  was  therefore 
unable  to  supply  interested  parties  this 
supporting  documentation  for  the 
proposal  on  May  25,  the  day  the 
proposal  was  published.  In  order  to 
compensate  for  the  delay  in  making 
available  the  supporting  documentation 
and  an  additional  delay  in  publicizing 
the  proposal  over  the  three  day 
Memorial  Day  weekend,  FNS  is 
extending  the  comment  period  from  its 
original  31  days  to  38  days  so  that  the 
comment  period  will  now  end  on  July  2,  * 
1979. 

Dated:  June  19, 1979. 

Carol  Tucker  Foreman, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Food  and  Consumer 
Services. 

pni  Doc.  79-19497  FUed  6-21-79;  B;4S  am] 

WLUNQ  CODE  3410-30-M 


[7  CFR  Part  250] 

Food  Distribution  Program;  Decision 
to  Revise  and  Republish  Regulations 

agency:  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
USDA. 


action:  Notice  of  dedsion  to  revise  and 
republish  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service  proposes  to  revise  and  republish 
'the  regulations  for  the  food  distribution 
program  to  (1)  consolidate  the 
amendments  made  since  the  regulations 
were  last  published  in  1966;  (2)  include 
technical  changes  reflecting  current 
legislative  authority  and  program 
functions  within  USDA;  (3)  clarify  and 
simplify  the  language  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12044  on 
improving  government  regulations;  and 
(4)  otherwise  revise  and  strengthen 
provisions  for  use  of  USDA-donated 
foods  in  domestic  programs. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Darrel  E.  Gray,  Director,  Food 
Distribution  Division,  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service,  USDA,  Washington, 
DC  20250,  202-447-8371. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  ' 

regulations  governing  the  food  donation 
program  outline  the  responsibilities  of 
the  Food  and  Nutrition  Service  (FNS) 
and  State  agencies  for  distribution  and 
use  of  federally  acquired  foods  provided 
to  a  variety  of  domestic  outlets, 
including  child  nutrition  programs, 
charitable  institutions,  nonprofit 
sununer  camps  for  children,  nutrition 
programs  for  the  elderly,  and  disaster 
relief  organizations.  These  regulations 
were  first  issued  under  6  CFR  Part  503  in 
October  1958.  They  were  recodified  and 
republished  without  substantive  change 
under  7  CFR  Part  250  in  November  1966. 
Since  1967,  there  have  been  42 
amendments.  Amendment  43  is  now  in 
preparation  to  make  conforming  changes 
so  that  Part  250  is  consistent  with  the 
final  regulations  governing 
administration  of  the  food  distribution 
program  to  households  on  Indian 
reservations  to  be  published  under  Part 
283  of  this  chapter. 

'  As  required  by  Executive  Order  12044, 
Part  250  was  scheduled  for  review  in  the 
Department’s  response  to  the  order 
published  on  November  1. 1978  (43  FR 
50994),  and  it  has  been  determined  that 
these  regulations  are  in  need  of  overall 
revision  owing  to  recently  enacted 
legislation  and  policy  changes  within 
FNS.  Accordingly,  FNS  is  preparing 
revised  regulations  for  republication 
early  in  fiscal  year  1980.  Prior  to 
republication  in  final  form,  revised 
regulations  will  be  issued  under  a  notice 
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of  proposed  rulemaking.  SpeciHc  areas 
of  concern  on  which  comments  will  be 
solicited  upon  publication  of  the 
proposed  regulations  will  include:  (1) 
The  need  to  strengthen  provisions  for 
distributing  agencies,  subdistributing 
agencies,  and  recipient  agencies  to 
employ  commercial  or  institutional 
facilities  to  process  donated  foods  by 
converting  them  into  different  end 
products  or  by  repackaging  them;  (2) 
proposed  changes  in  the  terms  and 
conditions  under  which  cash  payments 
in  lieu  of  commodities  are  made  for 
nutrition  programs  for  the  elderly 
funded  imder  Title  III  (formerly  Title 
VII)  of  the  Older  Americans  Act  of  1965. 
as  amended:  (3)  use  of  donated  foods  by 
disaster  relief  organizations  and 
replacement  of  such  foods  which  have 
been  released  from  stocks  of  schools 
and  other  recipient  agencies  for 
emergency  feeding:  (4)  provisions 
concerning  improper  distribution  or  loss 
or  damage  to  commodities;  (5)  use  of 
food  service  management  companies  by 
recipient  agencies  and  other  contractual 
arrangements  for  preparation  of  meals 
containing  donated  foods;  and  (6) 
program  monitoring  responsibilities. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  No.  10.550) 

Dated:  June  15, 1979. 

Carol  Tucker  Foreman, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Food  and  Consumer 
Services. 

pK  Doc.  79-19Z72  Filed  S-21-79;  8:45  am] 
mumo  CODE  ssio-so-m 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

[9CFRPart92] 

Deletion  of  Certain  Ports  Designated 
for  the  Importation  of  Animals 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

action:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  document  proposes  to 
delete  certain  ports  designated  in  the 
regulations  for  the  importation  of 
animals;  to  delete  certain  ports 
designated  in  the  regulations  as 
Canadian  border  ports;  and  to  delete 
certain  ports  designated  in  the 
regulations  as  Mexican  border  ports. 
Hie  proposal  would  designate  certain 
ports  as  “limited  ports"  for  the  entry  of 
small  animals  and  animal  products  such 
as  animal  semen,  animal  test  specimens, 
and  hatching  eggs  or  day  old  chicks 
which  do  not  require  restraint  and 
inspection  facilities.  The  ports  are 
proposed  for  deletion  due  to  the  lack  of 


use  or  low  volume  use  by  the  public  of 
such  ports  and  thus  there  does  not 
appear  to  be  a  justification  for 
maintaining  inspection  personnel  at 
such  ports.  The  intended  effect  of  this 
action  is  to  revise  the  list  of  ports 
designated  for  the  importation  of 
animals  and  animal  products  and  to 
clarify  the  reguations  by  more 
accurately  defining  the  type  of  ports  to 
be  designated. 

date:  Comments  on  or  before  August  21, 
1979. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  to  Deputy 
Administrator,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS.  Room 
817,  Federal  Building,  Hyattsville, 
Maryland  20782. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  W.  Q.  Nelson,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS. 
Room  817,  Federal  Building,  Hyattsville, 
Maryland  20782,  301-436-8170. 
SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  in  accordance  with  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  that  pursuant  to  Section  2  of 
the  Act  of  February  2, 1903,  as  amended, 
and  Sections  2, 3, 4,  and  11  of  the  Act  of 
July  2. 1962,  (21  U.S.C.  HI.  134a,  134b, 
134c,  and  134f.  respectively),  the  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service  is 
considering  amending  Part  92,  Title  9, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

The  heading  in  §  92.3(a)  would  be 
changed  firom  “ocean  ports”  to  read  “Air 
and  Ocean  Ports"  because  the  majority 
of  animals  imported  are  now 
transported  by  air,  and  most  of  these 
ports  also  have  both  air  and  ocean 
ports.  This  change  in  the  heading  would 
clarify  and  more  clearly  define  die  type 
of  ports  having  quarantine  facilities 
necessary  to  be  designated  as 
quarantine  stations  for  the  importation 
of  animals. 

The  ports  of  Portland.  Maine;  Boston, 
Massachusetts;  Baltimore,  Maryland; 
Jacksonville,  and  Tampa,  Florida;  San 
Juan,  Puerto  Rico;  New  Orleans. 
Louisiana;  Galveston,  Texas;  San  Diego, 
California;  Portland,  Oregon;  and 
Tacoma  and  Seatde,  Washington,  would 
be  deleted  from  the  ports  designated  in 
§  92.3(a)  as  animal  quarantine  stations 
due  to  the  low  volume  of  animals 
imported  through  such  ports  and  thus  it 
appears  they  do  not  justify  maintaining 
inspection  personnel  at  such  locations. 

The  ports  of  Calais,  Fort  Kent,  Van 
Buren,  Jackman,  and  Holeb,  Maine: 
RichfoM,  Vermont;  and  Moores 
Jimction,  Chageaugay,  Fort  Covington, 
Malone,  Waddington.  Morristown, 
Rouses  Point,  Hogansbmg, 
Rooseveltown.  Niagara  Falls,  apd 
Charlotte,  New  York;  Noyes,  Maine;  Port 
Hill,  Idaho;  Laurier  and  Nighthawk, 
Washington;  and  Juneau  and  Skagway, 


Alaska;  would  be  deleted  from  the  ports 
designated  in  §  92.3(b)  as  Canadian 
border  ports  because  there  have  not 
been  any  animals  offered  for  entry 
through  such  ports  in  the  past  several 
years. 

The  ports  of  Rio  Grande  City  and 
Roma,  Texas,  would  be  deleted  from  the 
ports  designated  in  S  92.3(c)  as  Mexican 
border  ports  because  there  have  not 
been  any  animals  offered  for  entry 
through  such  ports  in  the  past  several 
years  and  the  ports  of  Sasabe,  Arizona; 
and  Antelope  Wells,  and  Columbus, 

New  Mexico;  would  be  added  to  such 
ports  since  the  volume  of  animals 
imported  through  these  ports  justifies 
their  designation  as  Mexican  border 
ports. 

Under  the  circumstances  there  does 
not  appear  to  be  any  justification  for 
maintaining  inspection  personnel  at 
ports  being  deleted.  Likewise,  the 
annual  volume  of  animals  imported 
through  ports  being  added  provides 
adequate  justification  for  maintaining 
inspection  personnel  at  these  ports. 

A  new  §  92.3(e)  entitled  “Lifted 
Ports"  would  designate  certain  ports  for 
the  limited  purpose  of  entering  small 
animals  and  animal  products  such  as 
semen,  animal  test  specimens,  and  day 
old  chicks  or  hatching  eggs.  Such 
animals  and  animal  products  do  not 
appear  to  require  restraint  and  holding 
inspection  facilities  necessry  for  other 
animals  being  offered  for  import. 

The  ports  to' be  designated  as 
“Limited  Ports,"  would  be  Anchorage, 
^aska;  Portland,  Maine;  Boston, 
Massachusetts;  Baltimore,  Maryland; 
Jacksonville  and  Tampa,  Florida;  New 
Orleans,  Louisana;  Houston  and 
Galveston,  Texas;  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico; 
Denver,  Colorado;  San  Diego,  California; 
Portland,  Oregon;  Tacoma,  Spokane, 
and  Seattle,  Washington;  Great  Falls, 
Montana:  Minneapolis,  Minnesota;  and 
Chicago,  Illinois.  -  I 

These  ports  would  be  so  designated 
because  they  appear  to  have  the 
necessary  facilities  and  are  the  ports 
where  such  animals  and  animal 
products  would  usually  be  presented  for 
entry  into  this  coimtry.  Paragraphs  (e) 
and  (f)  of  S  92.3,  would  be  redesignated 
as  Paragraphs  (f)  and  (g),  respectively, 
because  the  new  paragraph  (e) 
designating  “Limited  Ports"  would  be 
added  to  immediately  follow  oHier  types 
of  designated  ports. 

Other  minor  editorial  changes  are 
being  proposed  for  accmacy,  clarity  and 
ease  of  reading. 

Accordingly,^  S  92.3  would  be 
amended  in  the  following  respects: 

1.  Paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  and  (e) 
would  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
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SStJ  Sorts dstIgMisd for V«s 
hnpoitallow  of  snIsiBli. 

(a)  Air  and  ocean  ports.  The  following 
porta  are  hereby  designated  as  having 
inspection  and  quarantine  facilities 
necessary  for  quarantine  stations  and 
all  animals  shall  be  entered  through  said 
stations,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraphs  (b),  (c).  (d)  and  (e)  of  this 
section  and  paragraph  (d)  of  $  92.11  or 

§  92.24:  New  Yoriq  l^ami,  Florida;  Los 
Angeles,  and  San  Francisco,  California; 
and  Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

(b)  Canadian  border  ports.  The 
following  land  border  ports  are 
designated  as  having  die  necessary 
inspection  facilities  for  the  entry  of 
animals  from  Canada:  Houlton,  Maine; 
Derby  Line  and  Highgate  Springs, 
Vermont;  Champlain.  Ogdensburg, 
Alexandria  Bay,  and  Buffalo,  New  York; 
Detroit  Port  Huron  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
Michigan;  Pembina,  Portal,  and 
Dunseidi,  North  Dakota;  Raymond, 
Opheim  and  Sweetgrass,  Montana; 
Eastport,  Idaho;  and  Spokane,  Oroville, 
Sumas,  Blaine,  and  Lynden, 

Washington. 

(c)  Mexican  border  ports.  The 
following  land  border  ports  are 
designated  as  having  &e  necessary 
inspection  facilities  for  the  entry  of 
animals  from  Mexico:  Brownsville, 
Hidalgo,  Laredo,  Eagle  Pass,  Del  Rio, 
Presidio,  and  El  Paso,  Texas;  Douglas, 
Naco,  Nogales,  Sasabe,  and  San  Luis, 
Arizona;  Calexico  and  San  Ysidro, 
California;  and  Antelope  Wells,  and 
Columbus,  New  Mexico. 

(d)  *  *  * 

(e)  Limited  ports.  The  following  ports 
are  designated  as  having  inspection 
facilities  for  the  entry  of  animals  and 
animal  products  such  as  animal  semen, 
animal  test  specimens,  or  hatching  eggs 
and  day  old  chicks  which  do  not  appear 
to  require  restraint  and  holding 
inspection  facilities:  Anchorage,  Alaska; 
Denver,  Colorado;  Chicago,  Illinois; 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota;  Great  Falls, 
Montana;  Portland,  Maine;  Boston, 
Massachusetts;  Baltimore.  Maryland; 
Jacksonville  and  Tampa,  Florida;  San 
Juan,  Puerto  Rico;  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana;  Houston,  and  Galveston 
Texas;  San  Diego,  California;  Portland, 
Oregon;  and  Spokane,  Tacoma,  and 
Seattle,  Washington. 
***** 

Section  92.3(e)  and  92.3(f)  would 
be  designated  S  92.3(fJ  and  92.3(g) 
respectively. 

All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Room  817, 6505 
Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  Maryland 


20782,  during  regular  hours  of  business 
(8  a.m.  to  4:30  p  jn.,  Monday  to  Friday, 
except  holidays)  in  a  manner  convenient 
to  the  pidilic  business  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Comments  submitted  should  bear  a 
referrence  to  the  date  and  page  number 
of  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  18th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Note^This  proposed  rulemaking  has  been 
reviewed  under  the  USDA  criteria 
established  to  implement  E.0. 12044, 
“Improving  Government  Regulations."  While 
this  action  has  not  been  designated 
“signihcant”  under  those  criteria,  an 
approved  Draft  Impact  Analysis  Statement 
has  been  prepared  and  is  available  from 
Program  Services  Staff,  Room  870,  Federal 
Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville, 
Maryland  20782.  301-436-8695. 

M.T.G0EE. 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary 
Services. 

(FR  Doc.  79-1S463  Filed  S-21-7B;  8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

[12  CFR  Part  202] 

[Reg.  B;  Docket  No.  R-0203] 

Equal  Credit  Opportunity;  Extension  of 
Comment  Period 

agency:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 
action:  Proposed  rulemaking  extension 
of  comment  period. 

summary:  By  notice  published  on  April 
23, 1979  (44  FR  23865),  the  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  requested  comment  on  how  the 
specific  rules  of  Regulation  B  should 
apply  to  credit  scoring  practices.  The 
agency  has  received  a  number  of 
requests  for  an  extension  of  the 
comment  period.  In  light  of  the  Board's 
desire  to  encourage  public  participation 
in  this  matter,  the  comment  period  is 
extended  to  August  20, 1979. 

DATE:  Conunents  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  20. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Elelores  S.  Smith,  Section  Chief,  Division 
of  Consumer  Affairs  (202-452-2412), 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,,  acting 
through  its  Secretary  under  delegated 
authority,  June  15, 1978. 

Theodore  E.  Alliaon, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

pit  Doc.  78-19563  FOed  6-21-7a;  8:45  am] 

BOUNQ  CODE  S2ia.01-« 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
[12  CFR  Parts  523  and  545] 

[No.  79-341] 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  and 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System; 
Proposed  Reduction  in  Reporting 
Requirements 

June  14, 197a 

AGENCY:  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rules. 

summary:  Tbe  Bank  Board  proposes  to 
reduce  and  modify  its  reporting 
requirements  for  savings  and  loan 
associations,  in  order  to  lessen  costs 
and  paperwork,  by  collecting  only  such 
information  as  is  deemed  essential  to 
performance  of  the  agencsr’s  regulatory 
responsibilities. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
August  20, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  1700  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20552. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  CONTACT: 

Richard  C.  Pickering.  Director  of  the 
Statistical  Division,  Offrce  of  Economic 
Research  (202-377-6780),  or  Nancy  L 
Feldman,  Assistant  General  Counsel 
(202-377-6440). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION;  In  order 
to  reduce  the  cost  and  paperwork 
burden  to  member  institutions  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  in 
reporting  ffmuicial  data,  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  proposes 
modiffcations  to  the  reports  required 
pursuant  to  S  523.15  of  the  regulations 
for  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
System.  S  563.18  of  the  ^es  and 
regulations  for  Insurance  of  Accounts, 
and  §  §  545.20  and  545.22  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  System.  This  would  reduce  the 
information  collected  to  that  deemed 
essential  to  performance  of  the  Bank 
Board’s  regulatory  responsibilities. 

Ibe  proposed  changes  would 
constitute  a  19  percent  reduction  in 
periodic  reporting  requirements  (semi¬ 
annual  reports  repla<^  by  shortened 
quarterly  reports),  and  would  eliminate 
monthly  reporting  by  all  but  a  sample  of 
approximately  1,000  associations,  which 
latter  group  would  complete  a  70-item 
report  While  the  report  forms  are  not 
proposed  to  be  codified  in  the  Bank 
Bo^'s  regulations,  they  are  published 
as  part  of  this  document  to  provide 
opportunity  for  public  comment.  Reports 
and  data  collection  required  under  the 
Home  Mortgage  Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  L. 
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94-200)  and  the  Bank  Board's 
nondiscrimination  regulations  (12  CFR 
Parts  528  and  531)  are  unaffected  by  the 
proposed  reduction. 

liie  Bank  Board  also  proposes  that 
Federal  associations  be  required  to  use 
the  calendar  year  as  their  ffscal  year  for 
reporting  purposes  only;  currently,  they 
are  permitted  to  select  any  12-month 
period  as  a  fiscal  year  for  all  purposes. 
The  Bank  Board  believes  this 
requirement  is  necessary  in  order  to 
correlate  monthly,  quarterly  and  annual 
reports  and  to  permit  more  accurate 
comparisons  among  associations. 
However,  comment  is  specifically 
invited  as  to  the  estimated  cost  impact 
on  associations  as  a  result  of  such 
proposed  change. 

Tlie  proposed  changes  in  reporting  are 
summarized  as  follows: 

(1)  In  place  of  the  current  detailed 
Semiannual  Report  of  342  items 
(Sections  A-H)  completed  by  each 
member  institution  for  each  half  of  its 
fiscal  year,  each  institution  would  file  a 
sharply  reduced  report  (110  items)  of  its 
affairs  as  of  the  end  of  March,  June,  and 
September,  and  a  more  detailed  report 
(227  items)  as  of  the  end  of  December. 
The  reports  would  be  due  20  days  after 
the  end  of  the  period  covered.  Balance 
sheet  items  would  be  reported  as  of  end- 
of-period,  income  and  expense  items 
reported  cumulative  for  the  calendar 
year-to-date,  and  savings  and  mortgage 
activity  information  reported  as 
quarterly  totals.  Specific  items  that 
would  be  reported  are  detailed  in 
Exhibit  I,  which  also  notes  the 
relationship  of  these  items  to  those 
currently  reported. 

(2)  In  place  of  the  current  71-item 
monthly  report  completed  by  all 
associations  and  the  48-item  supplement 
to  this  report  completed  by  a  sample  of 
about  550  associations,  approximately 
1,000  associations  would  complete  a  70- 
item  report.  Regular  monthly  repotting 
would  not  be  required  of  other 
associations.  The  1,000  associations  that 
would  be  required  to  report  monthly 
would  consist  of  the  550  associations 
currently  reporting  the  48-item 
supplement  plus  additional  associations 
selected  in  such  a  way  as  to  provide  an 
efficient  stratified  random  sample 
designed  to  produce  reasonably  reliable 
monthly  data  for  each  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  District.  Monthly  reports 
would  continue  to  be  due  in  Washington 
within  10  days  after  the  end  of  a  month. 
The  specific  items  to  be  reported  by  the 
1000  associations  sample  are  shown  in 
Exhibit  n. 

(3)  Section  J  of  the  Semiannual  Report 
filed  in  the  past  as  of  the  end  of  Mandi 
and  September,  classifies  investment 


securities  and  deposits  by  type.  Section 
)  will  continue  in  the  reduced  form  (from 
77  to  16  items)  which  became  effective 
in  March,  but  will  be  required  only  once 
each  year,  as  of  the  end  of  March 
(Exhibit  in  shows  the  current  form). 
Section  L  of  the  Semiannual  Report, 
currently  filed  as  of  March  and 
September,  provides  information  on 
savings  balances  by  branch  office. 
Section  L  similarly  will  continue  in  its 
present  form  but  be  filed  only  once  a 
year,  as  of  the  end  of  September.  The 
current  Section  I  of  the  ^miannual 
repdrt,  which  provides  information  on 
income  taxes  and  related  items  for  the 
preceding  income  tax  year,  will  continue 
to  be  filed  each  September,  but  in  the 
sharply  reduced  format  (from  38  to  13 
items)  shown  in  Exhibit  IV.  The  current 
Section  K.  providing  information  on 
-  deposit  rates  and  account  struchire,  will 
continue  in  its  present  form  each  March 
and  September. 

(4)  The  monthly  report  filed  by  a 
sample  of  1000  associations  providing 
information  on  interest  rates  and  other 
characteristics  of  conventional  home 
mortgage  loans  made  and  offered  and 
the  current  annual  report  of  wholly- 
owned  service  corporations,  will  be 
continued  in  their  present  form. 

The  proposed  revised  quarterly/ 
annual  reports  would  not  take  effect 
until  1980  and  the  sample  monthly  report 
until  1981,  in  order  to  permit  member 
institutions  and  others  to  make  the 
required  changes  in  their  record  keeping 
and  tabulation  systems. 

The  proposed  regulatory  changes 
would:  (1)  Amend  §  523.15  to  refer  to 
quarterly  reports  rather  than  semi¬ 
annual  reports;  (2)  revise  §  545.20(a)  to 
require  associations  to  use  the  calendar 
year  as  their  fiscal  year;  and  (3)  delete 
§  545.22,  which  describes  monthly 
reports,  because  these  would  be 
submitted  only  by  a  sampling  of  ‘ 
associations,  and  may  currently  be 
required  pursuant  to  general  reporting 
requirements  under  §  563.18. 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  proposes  to  amend  Parts  523 
and  545,  as  set  forth  below. 

PART  523->MEiyiBERS  OF  BANKS 
REPORTS  AND  EXAMINATIONS 

1.  Amend  the  first  sentence  of  §  523.15 
to  read  as  follows: 

$523.15  Reports. 

Each  member  shall  make  a  report  of 
its  affairs  at  the  end  of  march,  June, 
September,  and  December,  on  forms 
prescribed  by  the  Board  *  *  *. 


PART  545— OPERATIONS 

2.  Revise  paragraph  (a)  of  §  545.20  to 
read  as  follows: 

$  545.20  Accounting;  records. 

(a)  Accounting  practices.  Each 
Federal  association  shall  use  such  forms 
and  follow  such  accounting  practices  as 
the  Board  may  require,  and  shall  close 
its  books  at  least  atmually  as  of  the  end 
of  such  month(s)  as  the  association's 
board  of  directors  may  designate,  except 
that  the  association  shall  use  the  . 
calendar  year  as  its  fiscal  year  for 
purposes  of  reporting  to  the  Board.  The 
date  of  the  association's  annual  closing 
for  other  than  reporting  purposes  shall 
be  not  less  than  15  days  or  more  than  3 
mondis  and  15  days  before  its  annual 
meeting. 

«  *  *  *  • 

$  545J2  (Rescinded  effective  1 

3.  Delete  $  545.22,  as  set  forth  above. 

(Sec.  17. 47  Stat  730,  aa  amended.  12  U.S.C. 
1437;  sec.  5, 48  Stat.  132,  amended.  12  U.S.C. 
1464;  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947, 12  F.R.  4981,  3 
Cnt.  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 
I-J-Finn,  ^ 

Secretary. 
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Frefit  ea  aala  of  foracloaad  real  aetata  owned 

119. 

frofit  on  aala  of  aiacallanceua  aaaata 

120. 

Creca  incoM  froa  real  aetata  owned  eparatioaa 

121. 

Sat  iaceaa  froa  office  building  pperatioaa 

- 

Current  S-aiennual 
or  (HJ  laport 

Icea  Nuabor 


•  122*123 

•  II* 

•  US 

S  lit 
S  120 
■  124*123 
S  112*121*12* 


e  100 

C  101 
C  102*101 
C  104*103 
C  104*107 
C  lOS 
C  10* 


D  100*101 
0  102 
0  121 
0  103 
D  104 
0  103 
0  10* 

0  107 
0  113 


0  111 
0  113 

fart  of  0  11* 
rare  ol  0  11* 
0  114 
0  117 

0  loa 
0  10* 
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Itaa  # 

tta*  Oaacririio* 

Aaoual 
•eporc  ’ 

Quarcarly 

laperc 

Oirrnot  S.-n.  tniwa: 
or  Kjuthly  Hi  trije: 
Xtao  Nuo.tar 

in. 

Grata  iaceoa  frea  raal  attata  kalO  (or  iavaatacac 

Z 

0  110 

lU. 

Otkar  aoa-ororaciag  iacooa 

Z 

0  114 

124. 

Kiacallantoua  aaa-orarttiag  iacoaa  (117o  123) 

Z 

12S. 

Total  iacoM  (109*  ...  tl4»124) 

z 

X. 

0  119 

m. 

Total  oac  iacoao  (129-170) 

z 

X- 

0  120 

OCtK 

AMD  UrtMSf  STAT2MZIITI  CZrCNSI 

i 

! 

Oooratiaa  Ctponta 

127. 

Diroctor  (ooa  . 

1  Z  100 

121. 

0((icar  ao4  coploror  coopcatatie* 

'  1  101 

129. 

Caoleyoo  boncfita 

1 

C  102*103 

130. 

Coap«niaci<Ni  total  (127«12l«t29) 

Z  ) 

1 

131. 

Diractort,  Officar  aa4  corlorca  aapaoao 

z 

*  j 

i  Z  109 

132. 

AOvartiting 

z 

Z  1 

1  t  104 

133. 

CoMiaaioaa  pai4  (or  taviaga  teeeitaca 

z 

1  j 

>  C  109 

134. 

togal  aapanao 

z 

1 

C  104 

13S. 

0((ico  occuponcr,  foraitura,  (iatvroat  ogitipaaoc  aa4  a«ta  aaraoao 

z 

Z  104*107 

134. 

latoraoca  aa4  aurocr  boaO  pcttuuao 

z 

Z  110 

137. 

roOatal  iaauraaca  proaiua 

Z  111 

130. 

AuMie.  taa  anO  accouatiog  aarvicaa 

Z  112*113 

139. 

Suporviaory  aaaoinatiooai  raOcral 

z 

Parc  o(  e  114 

140. 

Suparriaary  aaaaiaatioaai  atata 

z 

Parc  o(  e  114 

141. 

Coaaoltaat  aaO  aaoagaoaoc  (ooa 

z 

Z  119 

142. 

Looo  aapaoao 

z 

Z  114 

143. 

Caotribotiona  . 

z 

Z  117 

144. 

Sarvieo  (aaa  oo  loaat  purehaaaO 

z 

Z  114 

149. 

Otkar  oporatiog  tapaota 

z 

Z  119 

144. 

HiacallaoaoMa  oparatiag  aapanao  (1330  ...  149) 

z 

Tataraat  Chartat 

147.* 

XotaraaC  oo  Oapaaita  aaroing  io  aacata  o(  ragular  rata  (oat) 

• 

z 

* 

Z  124 

144. 

lotaroat  on  Papaaitt  aaroiag  ragular  rata  or  lettt  tranaactioo  aeeouoea 

z 

t  129 

149. 

XotaraaC  on  Papaaita  aaroing  ragular  rata  or  Icaai  patabaok  and  otbor 

z 

Z  124 

190. 

AceroaP  intaraac  oo  baoua  aceounca 

z 

Z  127 

191. 

XotaraaC  oo  Papoaitai  total  (147o  ...  190) 

z 

192. 

Xacaraac  on  FMII  aPvancaa 

z 

z 

Z  129 

193. 

Xocaraat  on  aPvanco  payoooct  by  borrowara  (or  Caaoa  and  loauraoea 

z 

z 

E  124 

194. 

z 

Z  130 

199. 

XnCorotC  on  oorcgaga-baekad  bonda 

z 

Z  131  . 

194. 

lota rate  on  ochar  borrewaP  oonoy 

z 

E  132 

197. 

locaraac  oo  borrowad  nonay  aaeape  FMU  aPuaoeaa  and  advaaea  payoaaca  (194*199ol94) 

z 

etint  Csocneoo 

194. 

rroviaioo  (or.  and  loaaaa  oo,  tala  a(  Inaaacornt  aeeuritiaa 

z 

z 

Z  134 

199. 

rroviaioo  (or,  and  loaaaa  oo,  aala  o(  nortgtga  leant. 

z 

Part  o(  E  .139 

140. 

Preuiaion  (or,  and  lottaa  on,  aala  o('noo-aorc:aga  loana 

z 

Part  o(  Z  139 

141. 

rroviaioo  (or,  and  loatta  oo,  aala  e(  (oraeloird  real  aacata 

Z  133 

142. 

rroviaioo  (or,  aod  loatot  oo,  talo  o(  oiacallonaoua  ataata 

1 

Z  136 

143. 

Capanaa  oo  raal  ateaco  bald  (or  davalepoaot 

•  j 

E  120 

144. 

roraeloaad  raal  aacata  ovnad  aapanao 

E  121 

149. 

Oth«r  non-operatittf  txpenta 

E  137 

144. 

Miacallanaoua  aon-optratiog  aaptota  (141o  ...  149) 

z 

% 


36404 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44.  No.  122  /  Friday,  June  22, 1979  /  Proposed  Rules 


No.  79-341 

luuot  coMwwCTTi  or  nofosco  immstit  cowitidhs  Rerarr  srsrai  Ten 

(XtM  clMckad  im  t*  r«fa»t«R  m  iaRicataR  report  bp  all  aaaociatiwaa) 


Itoa  # 

ttoa  Deacripciaa 

Annual 

Report 

l^iartarlp 

■apart 

Curr>  nt  •  vramis. 

or  HiattLl.  tv  '  a  K4*f).*rt 

lc**s 

Imeom  Taaaa 

- 

r 

1«7. 

raReral 

E 

s  ns 

IM. 

Stata,  local  aM  ochar 

E 

E  139 

IM. 

Xacal  iacooa  taaaa  (lb7r|M) 

X 

X 

17t. 

natal  oapaaaa  (130»  ...  U3alb8«lSla  ...  133*lS7a  ...  160«tM«l«9) 

X 

Z 

t  140 

SUM  UMHS,  onn  KHEDOUD  ITOIS  MD  IOttCU)StJtSS 

Sloa  taaaa 

171. 

Slaa  lb  aactsagoat  greaa 

X 

X 

F  109*101 

17S. 

Slaa  Vb  aartgagaai  RaRuctiaaa 

X 

z 

F  133*134 

173. 

Sloa  Vb  aartgagaai  oat  (171-173) 

X 

z 

F  lbb*lb7 

17b. 

Sloa  niA  aartgagaai  total  •  gcoaa 

E 

z 

F  103*  ...  107 

17S. 

Sloa  nu  aartgagaai  total  -  Raductioaa 

X 

z 

F  133*  ...  140 

17*. 

Sloa  ISA  aartgagaai  total  -  oat  (174-173) 

^  X 

z 

F  168*  ...  173 

177. 

total  aloa  iaauraO  aoo'^nrtgaga  leana  -  greaa 

X 

z 

F  113*ll7-:30*ir» 

ITS. 

Total  aloa  ioaucoR  aoa ■mortgage  loaao  -  alloaabla  RcRuctioaa 

X 

z 

F  I4g*130-.33*lf: 

179. 

Total  aloa  latbraR  aoa^ortgaga  loana  -  oat  (177-17S) 

X 

X 

F  18l»183*:Sb*m 

IM. 

Sloa  cooaoatiooal  aertgagee  -  total  groaa 

X 

1 

F  IM*  ...  114 

Itl. 

Sloa  caavaatiooal  aertgagao  -  total  RaRuetiaaa  ^ 

X 

X 

F  141*  ...  147 

183. 

Sloa  coovootioaol  aortgagoo  •  total  aat  (ISO-llI) 

X 

z 

F  174*  ...  IM 

1S3. 

Sloa  aaiaaoroR  aoa*aettgago  laaoa  -  greaa 

X 

z 

F  ii«*iis-:i9*i:> 

18b. 

Sloa  aaiaaaroR  aaa-aertgago  loaaa  •  RoRactloaa 

X 

z 

F  I4J*151-:51*11— 

133*134 

ISS. 

Slaa  aaiaoaroR  aeo-aartgaga  loaaa  -  act  (181-184) 

E 

z 

F  183*184*. S3*U'* 

188*189) 

ScboRaltR  Itaot 

IM. 

Other  achoRalcR  itaaa  •  total  s**** 

E 

z 

F  134*  ...  138*:::- 

...  133 

187. 

Other  achoRaloR  Itaaa  -  total  RoRvecieaa 

X 

z 

F  137*  ...  lbl*li> 

144.143 

IM. 

Othof  achoduloR  itaaa  •  total  aat  (lSb-187) 

X 

z 

F  190*  ...  194*;J** 

197*198 

Foracloaarta  Durini  Tear 

189. 

Force  loauroa  oa  FHA/VA  aortgagea  -  ouMcr 

E 

F  300 

IM. 

Forocloauroa  ea  fHA/VA  aortgagea  -  prioeipal  halaaea 

1 

F  304 

191. 

Forte leeurea  oa  coovcntioaal  aortgagea  -  nuober 

X 

F  301 

193. 

Force loeurea  oo  coavcotional  aartaagea  -  principal  balanca 

X 

F  303 

191. 

OooRa  ia  lira  at  lorocloauro  oa  FMA/VA  anregagea  -  nuober 

X 

F  207 

19b. 

OccRa  ia  lieu  of  forccleauro  ea  FHA/VA  oortgagea  -  principal  balanca 

X 

F  304 

193. 

OcoRa  ia  lieu  of  forecleauro  oa  conrentional  aortgagea  -  auaber 

s 

F  303 

IM. 

DooRa  ia  lioa  of  forecleaara  oa  conventional  aortgagea  -  prioeipal  balance 

X 

F  307 

MmSMEKtAL  MTb 

197. 

Fertieipatiena  aolR  -  balance  at  pearenR 

X 

C  133 

IM. 

Farticipationa  purchaoeR  -  balance  at  pcarcoR 

X 

C  124 

199. 

Ncrtgagea  acrviecR  for  othcra  -  balance  at  yaarenR 

X 

C  123 

3M. 

Hortgagea  acrviccR  bp  ethora  -  balance  at  peamnR 

X 

C  134 

301. 

trehar-originaced  aavingn  -  nuober  of  accounta  during  pear 

X 

C  104 

303. 

Sroker-originataR  aavingn  -  oaount  during  pear 

C  113 

303. 

Broker-originated  aavinga  -  nuaber  of  accounta  .it  pearend 

X 

C  118 

30b. 

iiokcr-originatcR  aavinga  -  aaount  at  pearcoR 

X 

C  137 

303. 

Suober  of  conventional  anrtgago  loana  and  cootracta  at  pearend 

X 

C  119 
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Currnnc  S-a.  aaoual 

Aaoual 

()aarcarly . 

or  Nunthly  c  Soyrr: 

Xtaa  « 

_ . Ita«-Das<riotiao 

■a yore 

Sc yore 

Nus£«r 

10«. 

Ou^or  of  niA/n  00011010  looBO  on4  coocrocta  oC  ycarooA 

X 

C  120 

207. 

Laoaa  ia  ococ***  raaiOaotial  prooortr  -  kalonct  ac  ycorooO 

X  - 

e  124 

200. 

CWU  ooM'Ckroufha  oocoraO  ky  oiado'faoilv  keoaa  •  kaloaca  at  yeatao4 

X 

C  129 

vn. 

rarciclyacieaa  aoM  co  niLM  •  kalaaco  at  yaari>aO 

X 

e  1)0 

210. 

farticioaciaaa  aala  carcificacaa  yorehaaaO  froo  7VUC  -  kalanco  at  yaaraoi 

C  131 

211. 

SyocifioO  aaaaCa  •  kalaaco  at  yoaraoO 

X 

C  132 

212. 

Variakla-raca  coovaociaoal  aiaila-faaily  oortgafoa  -  kalaoc*  aC  yoarcoO 

X 

Hou 

212. 

Otbar  aaa-acaaNar4  caavaaciaaal  aiagla-Caaily  aottgagaa  -  kalaacaa  ac  yaarooO 

X 

Now 

OEIOSin  AT  TCAU»  R  nSUtANCS  STATDO 

214. 

OooaO  fcy  gevanaaaca  or  ISA/Kae(b  •  kalaacaa  of  $100,000  or  taaa  •  nsAar 

X 

4  104 

21S. 

OmaO  ky  goaanaaaca  or  IIA/Kaagh  •  kalaacaa  at  $100,000  or  taaa  -  kalaaco 

X 

4  109 

214. 

OoaaO  ky  goacraaaaca  or  XIIA/Kaegfe  •  kalaacaa  ovar  $100,000  •  auabar 

X 

X  107 

217. 

OonaO  ky  geaaraaaoca  or  IIA/Saegb  -  kalaacaa  ever  $100,000  -  kalaaco 

X 

■  109 

214. 

All  ochar  accavaca  •  kalaacaa  of  $AO,0OO  or  laaa  -  auaoar 

X 

1  100 

214. 

All  achar  accauaca  -  kalaacaa  of  $40,000  or  laaa  -  kalaaco 

X 

4  103 

220. 

All  acker  accauaca  •  kalaaco  over  $40,000  -  aaabar 

X 

4  101 

221. 

All  ockar  accauaca  •  balaaca  ovar  $40,000  •  kalaaco 

X 

4  104 

222. 

Tecal  Ceyoaica  •  ouakor  (214«214v21Svl20) 

X 

4  102 

223. 

Tacal  Cayaai'ca  -  amac  (213«U7*219v231) 

X 

4  103 

NoiTCACS  ocnrirr  outue  hori  ok  odaitci 

224. 

Caaacruccioo  leaaa  cloaaO  -  ceaCoodaiuoa 

X 

X 

N  201 

223. 

Ceaacrucciao  taaaa  claaaO  -  1-4  faadly 

X 

X 

N  202*20) 

224. 

Coaacrucciea  laaaa  cloaaO  -  3  or  aora  raaidaacial  ooico 

X 

X 

N  204 

227. 

X 

X 

N  203 

220. 

X 

X 

N  204*207*204 

229. 

futchaaa  laaaa  claaaO  -  3  or  aora  raaiCaacial  uaico 

X 

X 

N  209 

230. 

X 

X 

M  210 

231.  , 

1  Laa4  laaaa  c loaeO 

X 

91  211 

232.  * 

lafioaacing  leaaa  cleaeO 

X 

X 

n  212 

733. 

All  achar  leaaa  claaaC 

I 

H  21) 

234. 

Tecal  leaaa  claaaO  (224a  ...  233) 

X 

X 

H  220 

235. 

Laaaa  aa4  yarciciyacioaa  yurchaaaO 

X 

X 

N  221 

234. 

Leaaa  aaO  yarciciyacioaa  ael4 

X 

N  222 

237. 

Caab  rayayaaoc  of  yriociyal 

X 

X 

M  223 

234. 

Haaoi  Hertgage  laaaa  aaC  coocracca  CaliaguaaC  40  Oaya  or  aora 

X 

M  243 

comiTxzim 

239. 

Hortgaga  coaoicaaoca  ouCacanClag  -  enO  af  yorioO  -  CO  origiaaco 

X 

X 

N  303 

240. 

Nortgtf*  coaaiCMncs  owettacidinf  «  end  of  p€rip4  •  t«  pwrch**# 

X 

X 

H  304 

241. 

Moregage  cenicaaeta  eucatantfiag  -  anC  el  yarioC  -  Co  aall 

X 

X 

Nav 

242. 

Nen-aercgaga  leaaa  aaC  aaeuricy  ceoBitaaaca  eutacaaaiag  -  aod  of  ycriaO  • 

CO  yurchaae 

X 

X  • 

H  401 

243. 

Nea-wrcgaga  leaaa  anO  aacuricy  eooaicaaaca  outataaCieg  -  aa4  of  yario4  - 

CO  aoll 

X 

X 

Rou 

y 

SAVINGS  AC7IVITT 

• 

2U. 

lotaraac/CividcfiCa  ereCitad  during  yariod 

X 

X 

H  SOI  . 

243. 

Heu  aavinga  raeaived  during  yariod 

X 

X 

M  302 

244. 

Saviaga  wichdrawa  during  yariod 

X 

X 

N  30) 

247. 

Hoc  aavinga  gaia  (244.243-244) 

X 

X 

M  330 

244. 

Shack  if  balance  ahaac  includaa  for  firac  Ciaa  aaaaca  acguirod  by  aerger 
or  aiailar  acguiaicieo 

.  X 

X 

N  701 
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1. 

i. 

i. 

4. 

5. 
4. 

7. 

a. 

9. 

10. 

Ill' 

13. 

14. 

15. 
14. 


17. 

It. 

19. 

10. 

21. 

11. 

23. 

24. 
IS. 
24. 


24. 

27. 

21. 

29. 

50. 
31. 
S3. 

34. 

35. 
34. 

37. 

51. 
39. 

40 

41. 

42. 

43. 

44. 

45. 
44. 

47. 

44. 

49. 

so. 


ASSETS 

Mertgaga  leaaa  (iacladlng  loaas  aad  contracts  to  facltltato) 

Construction  .  ' 

1*4  fanilf  boons 

Rtsidantial  propartr  ulth  S  or  nora  dualling  noits. 

Non>rasldcntial  propartp  (including  faro) 

Otbar  (parnanent) 

1*4  faoiljr  boons 

lasldantial  proparty  ulth  S  or  nora  dualling  units. 

Non>rasidontlal  ascopt.Cara  and  land. 

Land  aicept  faro. 

Faro. 

Mortgages,  participations  or  aertgagc*bacbcd  sacuritias  insured  or  cuaraataad  by  Q.S. 
Son>aortgago  loans  (aicapt  on  savings  accounts  aad  for  construction). 

Cash,  deposits  and  investaaat  securities  eligible  as  regulatory  liquidity. 

Foreclosed  real  estate  owned  and  in  Judgaent. 

Other  assets. 

Total  assets/liabilities  and  net  worth. 

Meno:  cash  and  denand  deposits  escept  at  FHLBs. 

Meao:  savings  aad  tine  deposits  except  at  FHLBs. 

LUBILITIES  AKD  NET  WORTH  ~  ‘  - 

Deposits- 

Earning  regular  account  rata  or  less. 

Transactions  (denand,  paynent  order.  MOV). 

Other  (regular  accounts). 

Earning  nora  than  regular  rate. 

Certificates  in  denoninations  of  tl00,000  or  nora. 

Certificates  in  denoninations  of  less  than  $100,000. 

Borrowed  noney 

Due  in  L  year  or  leas. 

Due  in  nore  than  1  year. 

Mena:  FHLB  advances  included. 

Loans  in  process. 

Other  liabilities. 

Met  worth. 

MORTCACE  LEXDIMC  ACTIYITT 


Loans  Closed 

For  construction 
Condoainiuns. 

Other  1*4  fanily  bones. 

Residential  property  with  S  or  nore  dwelling  units. 

Nen<resi'dential  property  (including  farn). 

For  purchase 

Newly>built  1*4  fanily  hones. 

Freviouslyoccupied  1>4' fanily  hones. 

Newly.built  residential  property  with  S  or  nore  dwelling  units. 
Freviouslyoccupied  residential  property  with  S  or  nore  dwelling  units. 
Mon*resident ial  property  except  land. 

For  land  and  land  developnent 

For  cash  refinancing  - 

1-4  fanily  hones 

Residential  property  with  S  or  nora  dwellirg  anits. 

Noa>residcntial  property. 

For  all  other  purposes 

1-4  fanily  hones.  . 

Residential  property  with  S  or  nora  dwelling  units. 

Non'tesdential  property. 

Total  loans  closed. 

Loans  and  participations  purchased 
1«4  fanily  hones. 

Residential  property  with  S  or  nora  dwelling,  units. 

Non*residehtial  property, 
loans  and  participations  sold 
1-4  fanily  hones 

Residential  property  with  S  or  nora  dwelling-  units. 

Mon-residential  property. 

Cash  loan  repaynents. 


T' 
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Meae:  Prtviotisly  reported  coatiinatien  construct ion/p«raanent<  loans  Mkore  construction  uas 
ceaplcted  this  nonth  and  noo'cask  refinancing  loans  closed  tkis  nonth. 

St.  1*4  fanilr  koaes. 

SZ.  Residential  property  witk  S  or  noro  dwelling  units. 

SS.  Non>residentiai  property. 

54.  Meaot  Nortgago  loans  and  contracts  datinguonc  M  days  or  aoro. 

FORWARD  LEWPIWC  COiWiTHEXTS 

Mow  nortgago  loan  coaaitaents  nade  during  nonck 
To  originate  loans  on: 

55.  1>4  faaily  hoaas. 

Sd.  Residential  property  with  S  or  aoro  dwelling  units. 

S7.  Non>residential  property. 

SR.  To  purchase  loans  for  other  lenders. 

Outstanding  at  end  of  nontk 
On  nortgago  loans 

St.  To  originate  (escludihg  loans  in  process) 

To  originate  (including  loans  in  procass) 

60.  1>4  fanily  koaes. 

61.  Residential  property  witk  S  or  aoro  dwelling  units. 

6Z.  Non*residential  property. 

63.  To  purchase  froa  other  lenders. 

64.  To  sell. 

On  non-aortgege  loans  and  securities. 

65.  To  purckaso.- 

66.  To  sou. 

SAVINGS  ACTtVlTT 

67.  Interest  credited. 

60.  New  sariags  recsived. 

60.  Savings  withdrawn.  \ 

70.  Neao:  Indicats  if  balance  skeet  includes  for  tke  first  tine  assets  acquired  by  nergor  oc  siailnc 
acquisition. 


/ 


/. 
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Fedenl  Mswi  0M»k 
Mei»«fe*e«l  leteffiea  Syetea 
lefsrt 

SECnOKSIANOJ 

TAXES 

CASH.  OEPOsrrs,  and  investment  securities 

nttien  im  De/lmt  OmM  _ 


mamC  *nO  aOOHESS  Of  ASSOCIATION  iPlea»c  tar  prftmtrd  hbrO 


AmomC  no.  MiwliMr  mrt  ecaet 


Cash,  deposits,  ars  l9i^TST^c^*r  secikities 


(Balances  on  March  31.  1*7?) 


Aaount 
(In  dollars) 


All  Securities  and  Deposits  Meld  Subject  to  Mepurchase  Agreements. 

Other  Securities  Meld  and  Mot  Subject  to  Repurchase  Agreements: 
D.S.  Coeemment  Obligations.  ................. 


TedersI  Agency  Obllgatieos  .  . .  .  . 
'State  and  Local  Covemamnt  Obligations 
Bankers  Acceptanct 


Other  Investment  Securities. 


Cask  on  Hand 

DemaiM  and  Time  Deposits  la  a  Federal  Rone  Loan  Benk 
DemMid  Deposits  in  FDIC-Insured  Coeaerclal  Banks  .  . 


cam 

Eai 

iSII 

rail 

C3I1 


Demand  Deposits  in  All  Other  Inscitutians  (escept  a  Federal  Mme  Loan  Bank  or 
FDIC* Insured  Comeercial  Banka)  ....................... 


Time  and  Savings  Deposits  in  FDlC'*Xnsured  Coanerctal  Banks  . . 

Thao  and  Savlags  Deposits  in  All  Other  Institutions  (cacept  a  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  or  FDIC'Insursd  Camereial  Banks).  .............. 

Loans  of  Oneecured  Day(s)  (Federal)  Funds.  ................ 

Otber  Cash  Items  and  Accrued  lotcrest  Recelvaale  on  Securities  and  Deposits. 


TTTTAL  CASH,  DtPOSTTS.  AND  INVESDCNT  SECURITIES 

(Sum  of  Items  001  through  OlA;  aloe  must  equal  sum  of  items  007  and  OOB  of  the  Monthly 
Beport  foe  the  same  reporting  date^ 


Memorandum  Item: 

Deposits  in  the  Illinois  Bank  for  Savings  and  Loan  Associacioos  (Included  in  itene 
010  and  012) . . . 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
[16  CFR  Part  305] 

Labeling  and  Advertising  of  Consumer 
Appliances;  Scheduling  of  Oral 
Presentation  Before  Commission 
Concerning  Rule  Recommended  by 
Staff 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
action:  Scheduling  of  oral  presentation 
before  Commission  concerning  Rule 
Recommended  by  staff. 

summary:  The  Commission  is  ready  to 
begin  considering  Hnal  action  on  its 
proposed  statutory  rule  governing  the 
labeling  and  advertising  of  consumer 
appliances.  (43  FR  31806,  July  21, 1978; 

43  FR  41410,  September  18, 1978;  44  FR 
10076,  February  16, 1979;  44  FR  32013, 
June  4, 1979).  To  provide  interested 
parties  widi  the  Sliest  possible 
opportunity  to  make  their  views  known 
to  the  Conunission,  oral  presentations 
will  be  made  at  an  open  meeting  of  the 
Commission  on  June  26, 1979  at  2:00  p.m. 
in  Room  432,  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Building,  6th  Street  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20580. 
Invitations  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  have  been  extended  to  ten 
parties  who  were  chosen  because  of 
their  previous  participation  in  the 
proceeding  and  because  they  represent 
a  variety  of  industry,  consumer,  and 
governmental  interests. 

DATE:  Oral  presentations  will  begin  at 
2:00  p.m.  on  June  26, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  The  presentations  will  take 
place  at  an  open  Commission  meeting  in 
Room  432,  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Building,  6th  Street  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  Washington,  D.C.  20580. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Andrew  I.  Wolf,  Attorney,  Room  6009, 
Star  Building,  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20580, 
(202)  724-1453. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

|FK  Doc.  79-19616  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 

BiUJNO  CODE  6760-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

[20  CFR  Part  676] 

Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act  Regulations  Concerning 
Sectarian  Activities  Under  the  Act 

Note. — ^This  document  originally  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  Wednesday,  Jime 


20, 1979.  It  is  reprinted  in  this  issue  to  meet 
requirements  for  publication  on  an  assigned 
day  of  the  week.  (See  CFR  notice  41  FR  32914, 
August  6, 1976.) 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Labor. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  docmnent  proposes  to 
revise  the  regulation  at  20  CFR  §  676.71, 
published  on  April  3, 1979,-  at  44  FR 
20028,  concerning  sectarian  activities 
under  the  Comprehensive  Employment 
and  Training  Act  (GET A).  The  purpose 
of  this  document  is  to  clarify  when  funds 
under  the  Act  may  be  used  with  respect 
to  religious  elementary  and  secondary 
schools,  and  other  religious  activities. 
dates:  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  or  before 
July  23, 1979.  The  primary  impact  of  the 
proposed  rule  will  be  on  religiously 
affiliated  elementary  and  secondary 
schools.  Since  it  is  necessary  to  provide  ' 
clear  guidance  to  grantees  as  soon  as 
possible,  the  comment  period  has  been 
limited  to  30  days. 

address:  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  and  Training,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  5014 — 
Patrick  Henry  Bldg.,  601  D  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20213.  Attention:  Mr. 
Robert  Anderson,  Administrator,  Office 
of  Comprehensive  Employment 
Development 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  Anderson,  at  Telephoile  No. 
(202)  37&-6254. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORM ATION:  Final 
regulations  implementing  Titles  1, 11,  VI, 
and  VII  of  the  Comprehensive 
Employment  and  Training  Act  (CETA), 
as  amended  by  the  CETA  Amendments 
of  1978  (Pub.  L.  95-524),  were  published 
at  20  Cni  Parts  675-679  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  3, 1979  (44  FR  19990). 
Section  676.71(b)  of  20  CFR  Part  676  sets 
forth  the  statutory  prohibitions 
regarding  sectarian  activities,  and  states 
that  the  Department  of  Labor  would  be 
publishing  proposed  regulations  to 
further  clarify  these  provisions  in  the 
near  future.  Sections  121(a)(2)  and  123(g) 
of  CETA  (92  Stat.  1934  and  1943) 
establish  certain  limitations  on  the  use 
of  CETA  funds  in  connection  with 
religious  activities.  These  provisions, 
however,  do  not  resolve  many  of  the 
questions  that  may  arise  with  regard  to 
CETA  activities  at  religiously  affiliated 
elementary  or  secondary  schools.  They 


must  also  be  interpreted  in  light  of  the 
standards  established  by  the  Supreme 
Court  imder  the  First  Amendment.  In 
light  of  this,  and  in  keeping  with  the 
remedial  purpose  of  the  statute,  the 
following  rules  are  being  proposed. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  revise 
section  676.71  of  Chapter  V  of  Title  20, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  676.71  Sectarian  activities. 

(a)  No  funds  under  the  Act  may  be 
used  to  support  any  religious  or  anti- 
religious  activity.  However,  this  does 
not  preclude  religious  organizations 
from  administering  or  operating  CETA 
programs  or  from  the  use  of  the  facilities 
of  religious  organizations  for  the 
operation  of  such  programs  within  the 
limits  set  forth  in  the  Act  or  other 
applicable  law. 

(b)  Section  121(a)(2)  of  the  Act  (29 

U.S.C.  823(a)(2))  provides  that:  " 

"Participants  shall  not  be  employed 
on  the  construction,  operation,  pr 
maintenance  of  so  much  of  any  facility 
as  is  used  or  will  be  used  for  sectarian 
instruction  or  as  a  place  of  religious 
worship.” 

Section  123(g)  of  the  Act  (8  U.S.C. 
825(g))  provides  that  the  Secretary,  by 
regulation,  shall  establish  such 
standards  and  procedures  for  recipients 
of  funds  under  the  Act  as  are  necessary 
to  assme  against  program  abuses 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  use  of 
funds  for  religious  or  antireligious 
activities.  Pursuant  to  these  statutory 
provisions,  a  participant  may  not  be 
employed  by  a  religiously  affiliated 
elementary  or  secondary  school  to 
perform  the  functions  of  a  teacher, 
librarian,  guidance  coimselor,  janitor  or 
maintenance  worker,  clerical  worker  or 
teacher  aide,  imless  the  participant  is 
performing  functions  or  working  in 
programs  such  as  those  described  in 
paragraphs  (c)  or  (e)  of  this  section.  In 
applying  this  prohibition,  it  is  the 
function  actually  to  be  performed  by  the 
participant  that  is  to  be  regarded  as 
controlling,  rather  than  the  technical  job 
title  given  the  participant.  For  example, 
it  would  be  permissible  for  a  participant 
(whatever  the  participant’s  title)  to  be 
employed  as  an  escort  to  bring  students 
safely  to  and  from  school. 

(c)  Religiously  affiliated  elementary  or 
secondary  schools,  may  subject  to 
supervision  by  the  prime  sponsor, 
employ  participants  in  programs  such  as 
adult  education,  recreation,  summer 
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programs  or  other  similar  activities 
including  remedial  tutorial  activities, 
provided  that  such  programs  are  not  a 
part  of  the  regular  school  curriculum 
(including  summer  school),  are  open  to 
the  community  at  large,  and  in  which  the 
conummity  is  encouraged  to  participate, 
and  provided  further  that  su^  programs 
do  not  involve  religious  activities. 

(d)  A  prime  sponsor,  or  a  subrecipient 
which  is  not  a  religious  organization, 
may  outstation  a  participant  to  a 
religiously  affiliated  elementary  or 
secondary  school  to  provide  remedial 
education  services  which  do  not  involve 
religious  activities,  provided  that  such 
services  are  not  part  of  the  regular 
school  curriculum  (including  summer 
school),  that  such  services  also  are 
made  available  to  public  school 
students  in  the  area  and  that  the  prime 
sponsor  has  established  procedures 
adequate  to  insure  public  supervision. 

(ej  Participants  may  be  employed  by  a 
religiously  affiliated  elementary  or 
secondary  school  in  the  following 
capacities,  or  performing  functions 
characteristic  of  these  capacities: 

(1)  Cafeteria  work  or  other  work 
directly  related  to  the  provision  of  food 
services  to  students  including  clerical, 
custodial  or  maintenance  work  related 
to  such  services. 

(2)  Diagnostic  or  therapeutic  speech 
and  hearing  services  including  clerical 
work  related  to  such  services. 

(3)  Nursing  or  health  services  or  any 
other  activities  relating  to  the  health  or 
safety  of  students  [e.g.  assisting  on 
school  buses  or  in  escorting  children  to 
and  from  school,  acting  as  attendance 
clerks  or  school  crossing  guards, 
removing  asbestos  hazards  or 
performing  other  similar  emergency 
service  relating  to  the  health  or  safety  of 
students),  including  clerical  work 
related  to  such  services. 

(4)  Any  functions  (including 
secretarial  or  clerical  activities)  where 
such  activities  are  limited  to  providing 
support  services  for  the  administration 
of  federally  funded  or  regulated 
programs  made  applicable  to  religious 
institutions. 

(5)  Fimctions  performed  with  respect 
to  the  administration  and  grading  of 
State-prepared  examinations. 

(6)  Custodial  child  care  after  school 
horns  provided  the  participant  is  not 
providing  educational  services. 

(f)  The  Secretary  may  consider,  on  a 
case-by-case  basis,  applications  for 
participation  in  programs  other  than 
those  set  forth  in  paragraphs  (c).  (d),  and 
(e)  of  this  section  and  may  approved 
those  applications  for  programs  that  are 
not  inconsistent  with  the  requirements 
of  this  section. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th  day 
of  June  1979. 

Ray  Marshall, 

Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19419  Filed  0-19-79: 8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4510-30-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[21  CFRPart74] 

[Docket  No.  79N-K)042] 

Lakes  of  Color  Additive^  Termination 
of  Proposal 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Termination  of  proposal. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  terminating  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
concerning  lakes  of  color  additives 
because  of  the  long  interval  of  time 
Since  the  issuance  of  the  proposal  and 
because  of  the  need  for  more 
information  on  lakes  of  color  additives. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gerad  L  McCowin,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-472-5740. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  notice 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
May  11, 1965  (30  FR  6490)  proposing  the 
listing  of  and  specifications  for  lakes  of 
color  additives  then  listed  under 
Subparts  A,  B,  and  C  of  Part  8  of  the 
color  additive  regulations  (21 CFR  Part 
8)  (recodified  to  Part  74  (21  CFR  Part  74) 
by  publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  22, 1977  (42  FR  15553)).  The 
proposed  regulations  would  have 
replaced  the  provisional  regulations  for 
lakes  of  color  additives  imder  former 
Part  9  (21  CFR  Part  9)  (recodified  to 
Parts  81  and  82  (21  CFR  Parts  81  and 
82)).  However,  because  of  the  absence 
of  any  listings  for  color  additives  in 
Subparts  A,  B,  and  C,  the  order  was 
never  finalized. 

Because  several  colors  are  now  listed 
under  Subparts  A,  B,  and  C  of  Part  74,  it 
is  appropriate  to  promulgate  a  final 
order  on  lakes  of  color  additives. 
However,  because  of  the  long  interval  of 
time  since  the  original  proposal  and 
because  several  additional  questions 
have  arisen,  FDA  concludes  that  a  new 
proposal  is  necessary.  Published 
elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  is  a  notice  of  intent  requesting 
comments  and  information  that  the 
agency  will  consider  in  developing  a 


new  proposal  for  the  regulation  of  lakes 
of  color  additives.  Therefore,  the 
proposed  rulemaking  in  the  Federal 
Renter  of  May  11. 1965  (30  FR  6490)  on 
this  matter  is  no  longer  appropriate  and 
is  terminated. 

This  action  is  taken  under  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
706(b).  (c),  and  (d),  74  Stat  399-403  as 
amended  (21  U.S.C.  376(b).  (c),  and  (d))) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
can  5.1). 

Dated:  June  14, 1979. 

Wiliam  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[PR  Doc.  79-19313  Filed  0-21-79, 945  am] 

WLLINO  CODE  4110-03-M 


[21  CFR  Part  74] 

[Docket  No.  79N-0043] 

Lakes  of  Color  Additives;  Intent  To 
Ust 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Propose 
Rules. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  annoimces  its 
intention  to  propose  regulations  > 
concerning  lakes  of  color  additives.  A 
review  of  the  comments  on  an  earlier 
FDA  proposal  and  the  available  data 
indicate  additional  information  is 
needed  before  final  regulations  can  be 
issued.  This  notice  discusses  the 
additional  information  that  is  needed 
and,  in  particular,  requests  comment  on 

(1)  definition  and  nomenclature  of  lakes, 

(2)  safety  of  lakes,  and  (3)  specifications 
for  lakes.  This  notice  also  addresses 
comments  on  the  earlier  proposal  and 
evaluates  them  for  consideration  as  part 
of  the  new  proposal  on  lakes. 

date:  Comments  and  information  by 
August  21, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  and 
information  to  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA- 
305),  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Rm. 
4-65, 5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gerad  L  McCowin,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20204,  202-472-5740. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

L  Introduction 

Colors  are  used  in  three  forms  in  the 
coloring  of  foods,  drugs,  and  cosmetics. 
The  principal  form  used  in  coloring 
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foods  and,  to  lesser  extents,  drugs  and 
cosmetics  is  the  basic  chemical,  i.e.,  the 
"straight**  color.  A  second  form  is 
created  by  mixing  the  straight  color  with 
various  diluents  to  form  a  color  additive 
mixture.  The  third  form  .in  which  colors 
are  used  is  as  lakes.  These  are 
combinations  in  which  a  straight  color  is 
closely  bound  to  a  substrate  to  form  an 
insoluble  pigment  In  S  70.3(1)  of  the 
color  additive  regulations  (21 CFR 
70.3(1)),  the  term  “lake”  is  defined  as  “a 
straight  color  extended  on  a  substratum 
by  adsorption,  coprecipitation,  or 
chemical  combination  that  does  not 
include  any  combination  of  ingredients 
made  by  simple  mixing  process.” 

The  majority  of  lakes  marketed  today 
are  manufactured  with  synthetic  organic 
colors  that  are  subject  to  certification 
and  are  themselves  subject  to 
certification.  The  first  step  in  their 
production,  as  discussed  in  more  detail 
below,  is  to  absorb  the  soluble  color 
onto  an  insoluble  substrate  to  form  a 
coloring  material,  the  lake  of  the  color, 
that  is  insoluble.  These  colored  lake 
particles  are  washed,  dried,  and  then 
finely  ground  before  marketing.  The 
color  intensity  desired  in  the  finished 
lake  can  be  controlled  by  varying  the 
amount  of  pure  color  employed  in  its 
preparation.  The  concentration  of  pure 
colors  usually  employed  in  lakes  ranges 
fi'om  12  to  40  percent  When  dispersed  in 
dry  product  mixes,  the  lake  particles 
impart  an  evenness  and  uniformity  of 
color  that  cannot  be  obtained  from  the 
organic  colors  in  the  pure  crystalline 
state.  Likewise,  in  dry  mixes  such  as 
cake  mixes  pme  colors  will  cause 
streaking  and  spotting  when  water  is 
added. 

For  many  applications,  lakes  ofrer 
additional  advantages  over  pure  colors. 
Because  the  color  is  chemically  bonded 
-to  its  substrate,  the  colored  lake  exhibits 
increased  light  stability  (as  used  in  cake 
icings  and  cookie  fillings),  increased 
resistance  to  heat  degradation  (as  used 
in  imitiation  chocolate  or  butterscotch  ^ 
chips),  and  reduced  color  migration  (as 
used  in  striped  candy  canes).  These 
properties  permit  improved  color  control 
through  thermal  processing  and  can 
extend  color  shelflife  if  the  product  is 
exposed  to  natural  or  artificial  lighting. 

Lakes  were  not  permitted  in  food, 
drug,  and  cosmetic  applications  until 
1959  when  FDA  began  certifying  them 
for  use  as  primary  colorants.  Before 
1959,  only  pure  colors  could  be  used  in 
food,  drugs,  and  cosmetics.  In  1964, 5 
years  after  lakes  were  permitted  for  use, 
only  7.5  percent  of  all  colors  certified 
were  certified  lakes.  By  1978,  this 
percentage  had  increased  to  25. 


FD&C  lakes  are  currently  used  in 
numerous  food  products  including  cake 
mixes,  breakfast  drinks,  colored  salt  or 
sugar,  processed  cheese,  pet  foods,  and 
desserts.  FD&C  and  D&C  lakes  are  used 
in  coloring  the  coatings  of  ingested  drug 
tablets.  In  cosmetics,  FD&C,  D&C,  and 
Ext  D&C  lakes  are  used  as  primary 
colorants  in  lipsticks,  rouges,  soap,  face 
powders,  and  nail  lacquers. 

In  the  manufacture  of  FD&C  lakes,  the 
first  step  of  the  laking  process  generally 
involves  the  production  of  an  alumina 
slurry.  The  production  may  be 
accomplished  by  the  careful 
precipitation  of  hydrated  alumina  frtim 
an  aluminum  sulfate  solution  by  the 
addition  of  a  sodium  carbonate  solution 
or  sodium  hydroxide.  An  aqueous 
solution  of  ^e  dye  is  then  mixed  with 
the  resulting  alumina  slurry  to  give  a 
partially  precipitated,  or  "laked,” 
product  as  some  of  the  water-soluble 
dye  is  adsorbed  onto  the  alumina.  The 
laking  is  completed  by  the  addition  of 
aluminum  chloride,  resulting  in  the 
production  of  the  aluminum  salt  of  the 
dye  that  is  strongly  adsorbed  on  the 
alumina  particles. 

Much  the  same  process  can  be 
accomplished  with  D&C  lakes  using 
other  substrata  and  salt  forms  to 
produce  pigments  insoluble  in  water  or 
oil.  In  addition,  D&C  lakes  may  be 
produced  from  one  or  a  number  of  colora 
to  yield  a  variety  of  shades.  The 
concentration  of  the  straight  color  can 
also  be  varied  to  produce  the  desired 
shade. 

Lakes  are  currently  regulated  under 
Parts  81  and  82  of  the  color  additive 
regulations  (21  CFR  Parjys  81  and  82). 
They  are  permitted  for  use  within  the 
specific  restrictions  prescribed  for  the 
various  colors  that  they  may  contain.  All 
lakes  are  now  produced  with  colors  that 
are  subject  to  certification.  FD&C  lakes 
are  required  to  be  manufactured  from 
previously  certified  colors,  while  D&C 
and  Ext  D&C  lakes  may  be  made  from 
either  previously  certified  or  uncertified 
batches  of  colors.  However,  each  of 
these  types  of  lakes  must  be  certified 
before  it  may  be  used  in  food,  drugs,  or 
cosmetics. 

To  establish  "permanent”  regulations 
for  lakes,  a  notice  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  May  11, 1965  (30  FR 
6490)  proposing  the  listing  of  and 
specifications  for  lakes  of  color 
additives  listed  under  Subparts  A,  B, 
and  C  of  Part  74  (21  CFR  Part  74) 
(formerly  Part  8  (21  CFR  Part  8),  before 
recodification  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  22, 1977  (42  FR 
15553)).  Five  comments  were  received 
which  recommended  changes  in  the 
proposaL  However,  because  of  the 


absence  of  any  listings  for  color 
additives  in  Subparts  A,  B,  and  C  of  Part 
74  at  that  time,  the  order  was  never 
finalized,  and  the  provisional 
regulations  for  lakes  under  Parts  81  and 
82  have  remained  in  effect 
In  recent  years,  several  colors  have 
become  “permanently”  listed  under 
Subparts  A.  B,  and  C  of  Part  74,  and  the 
issuance  of  a  final  order  on  the  lakes 
proposal  would  now  appear  appropriate.* 
However,  because  of  the  long  time 
interval  since  the  original  proposal  and 
because  several  additional  questions 
have  arisen,  a  new  proposal  is 
appropriate.  Elsewhere  in  this  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register,  the  agency  is 
terminating  the  origfaoal  propos^  and  in 
this  notice  is  requesting  information  that  - 
will  be  consider^  in  the  development  of 
a  new  proposal  for  the  regulation  of 
lakes.  The  information  may  be 
submitted  by  current  petitioners  as 
amendments  to  existing  color  additive 
petitions  that  propose  Ae  use  of  lakes, 
or  in  the  form  of  a  new  petition  in  the 
format  outlined  in  $  71.1  (21  CFR  71.1).^ 
Because  of  the  issuance  of  the  earlier 
proposal,  FDA  concluded  that  it  should 
provide  public  notice  concerning  the 
need  for  additional  data.  In  addition,  as 
part  of  the  development  of  a  new  lakes 
proposal,  the  five  comments  submitted 
in  response  to  the  original  proposal  and 
discussed  below  will  be  considered. 

11.  Comments  on  Original  Proposal 

1.  Three  of  the  five  comments  on  the  ' 
original  lakes  proposal  recommended 
revising  the  proposed  regulations  for 
Subparts  B  and  C  to  provide  for  the  use 
of  one  or  more  previously  certified  color 
additives  in  the  preparation  of  lakes  for 
drug  and  cosmetic  use. 

The  agency  concludes  that  this 
recommendation  has  merit  and  will  be 
considered  further  in  the  development  of 
the  new  proposal  on  lakes. 

2.  One  of  the  conunents  recommended 
revising  the  specifications  for  lakes  of 
color  additives  to  provide  that  the 
soluble  chlorides  and  sulfates  (as 
sodium  salts)  and  moisture  be  not 
greater  than  the  proportion  that  is 
related  by  percent  to  the  permitted  level 
in  the  pure  colors,  as  long  as  the  level  of 
acceptability  is  at  least  3  percent 

FDA  believes  that  although  the 
suggested  revision  concerning  the 
presence  of  soluble  chlorides  and 
sulfates  is  reasonable,  specification  for. 
soluble  chlorides  and  sulfates  may  not 
be  necessary.  Therefore,  the  agency  is 
considering  deleting  such  a  requirement 
in  the  new  lakes  proposal  (see  Part  IIL 
C.  of  this  document  "Development  of  a 
Lakes  Proposal — Specifications”). 
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3.  The  same  comment  requested  that 
specifications  for  ratios  of  “uncombined 
intermediates/pure  color”  and 
“subsidiary  colors/pure  color”  in  lakes 
be  not  greater  than  the  ratios  permitted 
in  the  specifications  for  the  pure  color 
additive,  as  long  as  the  level  of 
acceptability  is  at  least  0.2  percent 

The  agency  concludes  that  this, 
proposed  revision  is  unacceptable 
because  it  could  result  in  a  lake  having  a 
higher  percent&ge  of  impurities  relative 
to  the  color  content  than  would  be 
permitted  in  the  parent  straight  color. 

For  example,  if  a  pine  color  contained 
intermediates  or  subsidiaries  in  the 
maxium  amount  allowable  (say  0.3 
percent),  then  a  lake  containing  50 
percent  of  the  color  would  presumably 
contain  0.15  percent.  But  with  the 
proposed  revision,  the  lake  could 
contain  up  to  0.2  percent,  which  would 
be  an  amount  higher  proportionally  than 
is  permitted  in  the  pure  color.  Unless  the 
safety  of  higher  levels  of  intermediates 
and  subsidiary  colors  can  be  assured, 
the  suggested  revision  will  not  be 
considered  further. 

4.  Another  comment  suggested  that, 
instead  of  establishing  new  categories, 
FDA  classify  lakes  as  color  additive 
mixtures  and  list  permitted  substrates  in 
appropriate  sections  as  diluents  for 
color  additive  mixtures. 

This  revision  is  directly  related  to  the 
definition  of  a  lake  discussed  below  (see 
Part  ni.  A.,  “Development  of  a  Lakes 
Proposal — ^Definition  and 
Nomenclature”).  FDA  does  not  agree 
that  all  lakes  should  be  classified  as 
color  additive  mixtures  but  does  find . 
that  some  apparently  are  closer  to  being 
simple  mixtures  than  to  what  has  been 
described  as  a  lake.  The  suggested 
revision,  therefore,  will  be  considered  in 
combination  with  the  information 
requested  below  on  the  definition  of  a 
lake. 

5.  The  same  comment  also  proposed 
to  reduce  fees  for  certifying  lakes  and  to 
simplify  Ae  label  declaration  for  lakes 
in  color  additive  mixtures  by  simplifying 
the  label  requirements  for  color  additive 
mixtures. 

FDA  advises  that  the  suggested 
revisions  are  not  acceptable  because  the 
agency  believes  that  the  current  fees  for 
certification  of  lakes  are  appropriate 
and  that  the  current  method  for  labeling 
of  color  additive  mixtures  is  necessary 
to  provide  for  their  safe  use. 

in.  Development  of  a  Lakes  Proposal 

There  are  three  general  areas  of 
concern  in  the  development  of  a  new 
proposal  for  the  regulation  of  lakes:  (A) 
Definition  and  nomenclature.  (B)  safety, 
and  (C)  specifications.  As  discussed 


below,  the  agency  is  requesting 
information  and  comment  on  eadi  of 
these  three  areas  for  consideration  in 
the  issuance  of  a  new  proposal  on  lakes. 

A.  Definition  and  Nomenclature 

1.  As  noted  above,  the  term  “lake” 
refers  to  a  substance  formed  by  the 
chemical  or  physical  interaction 
(adsorption,  chelation,  salt  formation, 
etc.)  of  a  straight  color  with  an 
appropriate  substratum  and  does  not 
include  any  combination  of  ingredients 
made  by  a  simple  mixing  process.  A 
review  of  the  various  processes  that  are 
used  to  make  what  are  referred  to  as 
lakes  had  disclosed  some  exceptions  to 
this  definition.  The  initiation  of  the 
formation  of  a  lake  generally  occurs 
with  the  precipitation  of  a  water — 
soluble  dye  in  the  presence  of  the 
substratum.  In  certain  instances  with  (1) 
dyes  that  are  insoluble  metal  salts  and 
(2)  dyes  that  are  sparingly  soluble  in 
water  and  that  lade  salt-forming 
functional  groups,  the  extension  of  the 
color  on  the  substratum  is  more  similar 
to  a  mixing  process  with  little,  if  any, 
resulting  dhemical  interaction.  Although 
these  types  of  substances,  where  there 
is  little  or  no  interaction,  have  generally 
been  known  by  the  industry  as 
“extended  toners,"  the  materials  have 
been  classified  and  treated  as  “lakes” 
under  the  color  additive  regdations. 

FDA  requests  comment  and 
information  concerning  the  continuation 
of  the  current  definition  of  lakes  or  the 
possibility  of  dividing  the  differing  types 
of  pigments  discussed  above  into 
specific  categories  with  separate 
provisions  and  specifications  for  each. 

In  the  absence  of  comments  to  the 
contrary,  the  agency  intends  to  exclude 
mixtures  such  as  the  extended  toners 
from  the  definition  of  lakes. 

2.  The  various  substrata  and 
procedures  that  may  be  used  in 
producing  lakes  are  described 
separately  in  §  S  82.51  Lakes  (FD&C), 
82.1051  I^es  (D&C),  and  82.2051  Lakes 
(Ext.  DSC)  (21 CFR  82.51, 82.1051,  and 
82.2051).  Tlie  agency  is  considering 
additional  changes  in  the  identifications 
given  in  these  sections  of  the  regulations 
and  specifically  requests  comment  on 
the  following  possible  changes: 

(i)  One  modification  would  provide  for 
lakes  formed  by  interaction  between  the 
substratum  and  nonsalt  colors. 

Currently,  lakes  may  be  prepared  only 
from  colors  that  are  salts. 

(ii)  When  lakes  are  formed  by 
interaction  with  colors  that  are  salts, 
allowance  would  be  provided  for  some 
simultaneous  incorporation  of  the 
nonsalt  form  of  the  color  and  vice  versa. 


(iii)  Although  the  current  regulations 
permit  the  use  of  calcium  or  aluminum 
as  the  metallic  cation  used  in  the 
preparation  of  FD&C  lakeSvfalcium 
FD&C  lakes  have  not  been  submitted  for 
certification.  Because  of  this  lack  of 
interest  by  manufacturers,  the  agency  is 
considering  the  deletion  of  calcium  as 
one  of  the  metallic  cations  permitted  in 
FD&C  lakes. 

(iv)  For  FD&C  lakes,  FDA  requests 
comment  on  the  following  deflation, 
which  would  incorporate  revisions  (i) 
through  (iii)  above:  “A  lake  is 
designated  FD&C  if  made  by  combining 
one  or  more  previously  certified  FD&C 
colors  with  the  basic  aluminum  cation  in 
the  presence  of  the  substratum  hydrated 
alumina.” 

3.  The  agency  also  requests  comments 
on  a  system  of  nomenclature  for  lakes 
because  of  several  problems  with  the 
current  system: 

(i)  D&C  lakes  may  have  an  identical 
designation  but  differ  in  actual 
composition  because  of  differences  in 
the  substrata.  For  example,  the  name  of 
a  lake  prepared  by  extending  D&C 
Green  No.  5  upon  titanium  dioxide  is 
“D&C  Green  No.  5 — Sodium  Lake.”  ~ 
Currently,  the  same  name  is  given  to  a 
lake  prepared  by  extending  D&C  Green 
No.  5  upon  calcium  carbonate. 

(ii)  lidces  identical  in  composition 
may  have  different  designations.  For 
example,  the  aluminum  salt  of  D&C  Red 
No.  9  extended  on  alumina  would  be 
identical  to  the  aluminum  salt  of  D&C 
Red  No.  8  extended  on  alumina  because 
the  parent  straight  colors  differ  only  in 
that  one  is  a  so^um  salt  and  the  o&er  is 
a  barium  salt;  the  lake  designation, 
however,  would  differ,  with  one  being 
“D&C  Red  No.  &— Aluminum  Lake.”  and 
the  other  “D&C  Red  No.  9 — Aluminum 
Lake.” 

(iii)  No  provision  exists  for  naming 
lakes  prepared  from  colors  with  no  salt¬ 
forming  groups. 

The  agency  requests  comment  and 
suggestions  concerning  a  system  of 
nomenclature  for  lakes  that  will  resolve 
problems  such  as  those  discussed 
above.  In  the  absence  of  any  comments, 
the  agency  intends  to  require  that  die 
nomenclature  for  lakes  specifically 
identify  the  form  of  the  color  that  is  used 
as  well  as  the  substratum. 

B.  Safety 

1.  To  ensure  safety,  the  specifications 
for  “intermediates”  and  “subsidiary 
colors”  must  be  established  for  lakes 
prepared  from  uncertified  colors  or 
colors  produced  in  situ.  As  discussed 
below,  such  specifications  may  also  be 
necessary  for  lakes  prepared  ^m 
previously  certified  colors  if  there  is  a 
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possibility  for  significant  deterioration 
of  the  colors  duihog  the  laking  process. 

In  these  cases,  the  proportionality  of 
intermediates  and  subsidiaries  should 
relate  to  those  levels  observed  in  the 
pure  certified  colors  for  which 
specifications  and  regulations  have  been 
published.  The  agency,  therefore,  is 
considering  the  following  guidelines: 


Percant  ol  pun  dy«  in 

Ww 

AlowaMa  amounts  Ol  Mannedtates 
and  subsidiaries— given  as  a 
petoeniage  ol  the  amount 
alowabie  In  the  puw  color 

Mow  than  75 . . 

.100 

SO  to  75 _ 

75 

2StoS0 

so 

2S 

25 

For  example,  these  guidelines  would 

apply  for  FD&C  Yellow  No.  5,  which  has 

a  specification  of  1.0  percent  for 

subsidiary  dyes,  as  follows: 

Percent  of  FD&C  Yellow  N&  5  ANoweble  amounts  ol 

in  Mia 

subeidiafiaa  in  lake  (paroent) 

Mom  than  7S . — — . 

_  1.0 

50  to  75 - 

_  0.75 

25.  to  50 _  _ 

_  0.50 

25 - - 

_  0^5 

2.  The  agency  is  concerned  about  the 
safety  data  and  identification  of  some 
substrata  used  for  lakes: 

(i)  Although  talc  is  regulated  in 
several  instances  as  a  food  additive  and 
also  for  drug  use,  there  has  been  some 
concern  about  the  asbestos  content  of 
talc  and  its  safety  following  ingestion. 
FDA  published  a  proposal  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  September  28, 1973  (38  FR 
27076)  that  would  have  required  talc  to 
be  free  of  asbestos  fiber  to  the  maximum 
extent  practicable.  After  receiving 
comments  on  the  proposal,  the  agency 
concluded  that  a  prohibition  of 
asbestos-containing  talc  as  a  food  or 
food  additive  or  in  drugs  or  drug 
ingredients  was  unwarranted  due  to 
lack  of  sufficient  data  (see  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  14, 1975  (40  FR 
11865)).  The  data  on  whether  the 
presence  of  asbestos  as  a  contaminant 
posed  any  health  hazard  from  these  uses 
of  talc  were  inconclusive.  Additionally, 
adequate  analytical  methods  were  not 
available  for  measuring  the  level  of 
asbestos  in  talc.  The  agency  is  still  not 
aware  of  any  data  that  would  support 
the  establishment  of  specifications  for* 
asbestos  in  talc.  Of  course,  talc  used  for 
lakes  should  be  as  free  of  asbestos  as 
possible  under  good  manufacturing 
practice. 

(ii)  Rosin  and  clay  are  currently  used 
as  substrata  in  D&C  and  Ext  D&C  lakes. 
However,  these  substrata  are  not  well 
defined  chemically.  Because  there  may 
be  great  differences  in  the  composition 
of  either  of  these  materials  as  ^ey  occur 


in  nature,  standard  specifications  for  the 
clay  and  rosin  used  in  the  formulations 
of  lakes  should  be  established.  These 
specifications  should  control  the 
composition  of  the  materials  that  can  be 
used.  The  agency,  therefore,  is 
requesting  Ae  submission  of  suggested 
standard  specifications  for  rosin  and 
clay  used  in  the  production  of  D&C  and 
Ext  D&C  lakes. 

Comment  on  the  merit  of  establishing 
specifications  for  the  remaining 
substrata  is  also  requested.  Such 
specifications  might  be  by  reference  to 
another  food  or  color  additive  regulation 
involving  the  substratum.  For  example, 
specifications  for  calcium  carbonate 
used  in  lakes  could  reference  §  73.1070, 
which  contains  specifications  for 
calcium  carbonate  used  in  drugs. 

C.  Specifications 

1.  Problems  have  arisen  in  the 
spectrophotometric  method  for  the 
determination  of  the  pure  dye  content  in 
lakes.  In  this  method  of  analysis,  the 
colors  in  the  lakes  are  solubilized  under 
certain  conditions  and  the  spectra 
recorded.  The  spectra  are  then 
compared  to  “standard”  spectra  of  the 
colors  in  order  to  determine  the  percent 
pure  color  in  the  lake.  A  problem  arises 
in  that  it  is  not  clear  that  the  current 
standard  absorptivity  values  for  each 
dye  were  determined  under  the  same 
conditions  being  used  for  the 
solubilization  of  the  dye  in  the  lake'. 
Therefore,  the  FDA  requests  submission 
of  available  methods  for  the 
spectrophotometric  determination  of 
pure  color  content  in  lakes. 

2.  The  agency  is  considering  not 
requiring  specifications  for 
interme^ates  and  subsidiary  colors  in 
lakes  prepared  frtjm  previously  certified 
colors.  If  previously  certified  colors  are 
used  in  the  preparation  of  lakes,  the 
percent  of  intermediates  and  subsidiary 
colors  in  the  lakes,  based  on  pure  dye 
content,  should  presumably  be  at  levels 
proportional  to  &ose  in  the  original 
batch  of  pure  dye.  The  agency,  however, 
is  concerned  about  the  absence  of  data 
demonstrating  the  stability  of  previously 
certified  colors  during  the  laking 
process.  If  significant  deterioration  of 
the  color  were  to  occm*,  the  percentage 
of  intermediates  or  subsidiary  colors, 
based  on  pure  dye  content  could  be  at 
levels  higher  than  in  the  original  batch. 
If  data  are  submitted  demonstrating  the 
stability  of  previously  certified  colors 
during  the  laking  process,  the  FDA 
intends  to  delete  the  specifications  for 
intermediates  and  subsidiary  colors  for 
lakes  when  prepared  from  certified 
batches  of  colors. 


3.  Satisfactory  methods  for  the 
determination  of  total  intermediates  in 
lakes  have  not  been  developed.  Current 
methods  detect  only  “free” 
intermediates  and  cannot  detect  those 
that  like  die  dye,  are  “laked.”  llie  lack 
of  methodology  for  total  intermediates 
in  lakes,  does  not  pose  a  problem  for 
lakes  produced  from  previously  certified 
batches  of  colors  if  there  is  no 
degradation  of  the  color  during  the 
laking  process.  In  this  case,  the  color 
used  to  produce  the  lake  is  a  discrete 
batch  that  can  itself  be  analyzed  for 
total  intermediates. 

Likewise,  no  problem  occurs  in  cases 
in  which  the  lake  is  produced  from  a  ^ 
finished  batch  of  color,  albeit 
uncertified.  However,  many  lakes  are 
produced  in  situ,  such  that  the  color 
never  appears  as  a  discrete  unit  in  the 
process.  In  these  cases,  the  processing 
of  the  lake  proceeds  direcdy  from  the 
original  synthesis  of  the  color  to  the  — 
formation  of  its  lake  with  no 
interruption  in  the  manufacturing 
process.  Excessive  levels  of 
intermediates  could  be  used  during  the 
process,  become  “laked,”  and,  therefore, 
escape  detection  during  the  certification 
process  because  of  the  absence  of 
methodology  for  determining  total 
intermediates  in  lakes.  High  levels  of 
such  “laked"  intermediates  may  then 
present  a  health  hazard  if  they  become 
available  to  the  body  following 
ingestion  or  other  uses.  Additional 
problems  encountered  with  the  analysis 
of  intermediates  include  interference 
from  substrata  (benzoate  and  rosin)  and 
decomposition  of  the  pure  color  during 
analysis.  The  problem  is  further 
complicated  in  attempting  to  analyze  for 
intermediates  in  lakes  containing 
mixtures  of  color  additives.  The  agency 
is  therefore  requesting: 

(i)  The  submission  of  methods  of 
analysis  for  the  determination  of  total 
intermediates  in  lakes  prepared  from  a 
single  color  and  in  lakes  prepared  from 
mixtures  of  colors.  If  suitable 
methodology  for  total  intermediates 
cannot  be  developed,  an  alternative 
approach  to  addressing  the  problem  of 
possible  high  levels  of  “laked” 
intermediates  would  be  to  present  data 
demonstrating  that  the  “laked” 
intermediates  do  not  become  available 
from  the  use  of  the  lake.  Without 
appropriate  data  to  allay  the  concerns 
over  “laked”  intermediates,  it  may  be 
necessary  to  require  that  all  lakes  be 
produced  from  previously  certified 
batches  of  colors  or,  at  least  from 
discrete  batches  of  colors. 

(ii)  The  submission  of  methods  of 
analysis  for  the  determination  of  total 
intermediates  in  lakes  using  benzoate  or 
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rosin  as  the  substratum.  Without 
acceptable  methodology,  it  may  be 
necessary  to  delete  these  as  acceptable 
substrata. 

4.  Although  methods  for  the 
determination  of  subsidiary  colors  in 
lakes  of  individuals  color  additives  are 
available,  they  are  not  efficient  and  can 
be  time  consuming.  Furthermore, 
methods  are  not  available  for  the 
determination  of  subsidiaries  in  lakes 
formed  from  mixtures  of  colors.  The 
agency  is  therefore  requesting  the 
submission  of  all  available  methods 
which  have  been  developed  for  the 
analysis  of  subsidiary  color  in  lakes, 
including  subsidiaries  in  lakes  of  color 
additive  mixtures. 

5.  The  agency  is  aware  that  residues 
of  chemicals  occasionally  used  in  the 
laking  process,  such  as  citrate,  acetate, 
and  various  siufactants.  may  be  present 
in  the  final  product  Accordhigly.  FDA 
requests  comment  on  the  probability 
and/or  amount  of  these  tj^es  of 
residues  incorporated  into  the  finished 
lake. 

6.  Because  of  the  diffic\ilty  in  analysis 
and  because  of  lack  of  health  hazard, 
the  agency  is  considering  deleting 
specifications  for  soluble  chlorides  and 
sulfates  in  all  types  of  lakes.  FDA 
requests  comment  on  the  possible 
deletion  of  those  specifications. 

7.  The  following  additional  minor 
changes  in  the  originally  proposed 
specifications  are  being  considered: 

(i)  Inclusion  of  a  specification  for 
mercury  in  FD&C.  D&C.  and  Ext  D&C 
lakes; 

(ii)  Revision  of  the  specification  for 
“inorganic  matter  soluble  in 
hydrochloric  acid“  to  “matter  insoluble 
in  hydrochloric  acid”;  and 

(iii)  A  separate  specification  for 
insoluble  matter  in  FD&G  Red  No.  3  and 
other  colors  where  the  dye  is  insoluble 
in  hydrochloric  acid. 

IV.  Summary  of  Information  Requested 

The  agency  anticipates  that  a 
satisfactory  response  to  the  questions 
discussed  in  detail  above  will  permit  the 
preparation  of  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  concerning  color  additive 
lakes.  The  proposed  rules  will  be 
restricted  in  their  coverage  to  the  extent 
that  data  are  not  submitted  or  are 
otherwise  insufficient  to  support  the 
safety  of  particular  aspects  of  the  use  of 
lakes.  For  clarity’s  sake,  the  primary 
questions  and  types  of  information  for 
which  responses  are  being  sought  are 
summarized  below.  All  responses  to 
these  questions  or  others  mentioned 
above  should  be  supported  by 
appropriate  data. 


A.  Definition  and  nomenclature. — ^1. 
Comments  and  information  are 
requested  concerning  the  continuation 
of  the  present  definition  of  lakes.  In 
what  particular  ways  should  the 
definition  be  changed  and  why? 

2.  Should  die  definition  for  lakes  be 
revised  to  reflect  die  use  of  colors  as 
toners  or  extended  toners?  Should  diese 
be  considered  to  be  lakes  or  should  they 
be  exempted  from  consideration  as 
lakes;  if  not  as  lakes,  how  should  they 
be  regulated  under  the  color  additive 
amendments? 

3.  What  specific  changes  should  be 
made  in  defining  how  l^es  are  made? 
What  processes  should  continue  to  be 
permitted  or  added?  What  processes 
should  be  deleted? 

4.  Commmits  and  information  are 
requested  on  the  nomenclature  that 
should  be  used  to  identify  lakes. 

B.  Safety. — ^1.  What  specifications 
should  be  established  for  intermediate 
and  subsidiary  colors?  How  shoidd 
these  relate  to  the  levels  considered 
acceptable  on  the  basis  of  toxicological 
tests?  Are  the  guidelines  proposed 
above  for  establishing  limits  on 
intermediates  and  subsidiary  colors 
satisfactory? 

2.  What  should  be  the  data 
requirements  for  substrata  as  they  relate 
to  safety? 

3.  What  specifications  should  be 
established  for  the  naturally  occurring 
substrata  that  would  prov^e  the 
strictest  degree  of  chemical  definition 
for  these  substances? 

C.  Specifications  for  color  additive 
lakes. — ^1.  Methods  with  appropriate 
validation  data  are  requested  for  the 
determination  of  pure  color  content  in 
lakes. 

2.  What  specifications  shoiild  be 
established  for  lakes  that  are  produced 
from  previously  certified  colors? 

3.  Methods  for  the  determination  of 
total  intennediates  in  lakes  should  be 
submitted.  These  methods  should  be 
applicable  to  all  types  of  lakes. 

4.  ^ould  diere  be  concern  for  total 
intermediates  in  lakes  or  should 
allowances  be  made  for  die  presence  of 
“laked”  intermediates  on  the  basis  that 
they  are  not  bioavailable? 

5.  What  specifications  should  be 
established  for  lakes? 

6.  All  available  methods  for  the 
analysis  of  subsidiary  colors  in  lakes 
should  be  submitted  with  appropriate 
validation  data. 

Interested  persons  may.  on  or  before 
August  21, 1979,  submit  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (WA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-65, 5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  written  . 
comments  regarding  this  notice  of  intent 


to  propose  regulations.  Four  copies  of  all 
comments  should  be  submitted,  except 
that  individuals  may  submit  single 
Goines  of  comments,  identified  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document.  Received  comments  may  be 
seen  in  the  above  office  between  9  a.m. 
and  4  p jn^  Monday  through  Friday. 
Comments  and  information  that  are 
considered  trade  secrets  or  otherwise 
confidential  may  be  submitted  (with 
those  portions  cmisidered  trade  secret 
clearly  identified  as  such)  to  Petitions 
Control  Brandi  (HFF-334).  Division  of 
Food  and  Colo*  Additives.  Food  and 
Drag  Administration,  200  C  St  SW., 
Washington,  DC  2(^04. 

Dated:  June  14. 1979. 
wnBamJ.  Randofyh, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  7B-»n4  FUwl  a:4S  am) 

BRJJNQ  coot  4110-«3-M 


[21  CFR  Parts  184, 186] 

Acetic  Acid,  Ammonium  Acetate, 
Sodium  Acetate,  and  Sodium 
Diacetate;  Proposed  GRAS  Statue 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-10109  appearing  at  page 
19430  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  April  3, 
1979,  make  the  following  corrections: 

(1)  On  page  19433,  in  the  middle 
column,  in  §  184.1721,  subparagraph  (d) 
should  read  as  follows: 

**(d]  Ihe  ingredient  is  used  in  food  at 
levels  not  to  exceed  good  manufacturing 
practice  in  accordance  with 
§  184.1(b)(1).  Current  good 
manufacturing  practice  results  in  a 
maximum  level,  as  served,  of  0.007 
percent  for  breakfast  cereals  as  defined 
in  S  170.3(n)(4)  of  this  chapter;  0.5 
percent  for  fats  and  oils  as  defined  in 
§  170.3(n)(12)  of  diis  tdiapter;  0.6  percent 
for  grain  products  and  pastas  as  defined 
in  $  170.3(n)(23)  of  this  chapter  and  for 
snack  foods  as  defined  in  S  170.3(n)(37) 
of  this  chapter,  0.12  percent  for  jams  and 
jeQies  as  defined  in  S  170.3(n)(28)  of  this 
chapter  and  for  meat  products  as 
defined  in  i  170.3(n)(29)  of  this  chapter; 
0.2  percent  for  sofi  can^  as  defined  in 
§  170.3(nK38)  of  this  chapter;  and  0.05 
percent  for  soup  and  soup  mixes  as 
defined  in  §  170.3(n)(40)  of  diis  chapter 
and  for  sweet  sauces  as  defined  in 
S  170.3(n)(43)  of  this  chapter.” 

(2)  On  page  19433,  in  the  last  column, 
in  §  186.1005,  in  subparagraph  (a),  in  the 
7di  Kne,  “systhesis”  should  be  corrected 
to  read  “syndiesis”. 

(3)  On  page  19433,  in  the  last  column, 
in  9  186.1005,  in  subparagraph  (a),  in  the 
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8th  line,  “systhetic"  should  be  corrected 
to  read  “synthetic”. 

BIUJNQ  COOC  1S06-01-M 


[21  CFR  Part  184] 

[Docket  No.  78N-0369] 

Whey,  Whey  Products,  and  Hydrogen 
Peroxide;  Affimuitton  of  Qras  Status 
as  Direct  Human  Food  Ingredients 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Proposed  Rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  proposes  to  affirm 
the  generlly  recognized  as  safe  (GRAS) 
status  of  whey  and  whey  products  as 
direct  human  food  ingredients,  and  of 
hydrogen  peroxide  for  use  as  an 
antimicrobial  agent  in  cheesemaking 
and  whey  processing.  The  safety  of 
these  ingredients  has  been  evaluated 
under  a  safety  review  of  petitions 
submitted  to  the  agency.  The  proposal 
would  list  the  substances  as  direct 
human  food  substances  affirmed  as 
GRAS. 

DATES:  Comments  by  August  21, 1979. 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Corbin  1.  Miles,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
335),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  200  C  St  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20204,  202-472-4750. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  procedures  established  in  §  170.35 
(21  CFR  170.35),  Foremost-McKesson, 
Inc.,  Crocker  Plaza,  One  Post  St.,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94104,  submitted  a 
petition  (GRASP  3G0011)  proposing  the 
affirmation  of  delactosed  whey, 
demineralized  whey,  and  delactosed- 
demineralized  whey  as  generally 
recognized  as  safe  (GRAS)  for  use  in 
foods.  A  subsequent  petition  by  the 
Whey  Products  Institute,  to  establish 
conunon  or  usual  names  for  whey  and 
modified  whey  products,  made  it 
evident  that  ad^tional  safety 
information  from  other  whey  processors 
was  needed  to  determine  the  proper 
regulatory  status  for  these  products 
■before  common  or  usual  names  could  be 
adopted  for  the  ingredients.  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  December  17. 1975 
(40  FR  58485),  FDA  requested 
submission  of  additional  GRAS 
affirmation  petitions  and  safety  data  for 
modified  whey  products  produced  by 
other  processors.  As  it  stated  in  that 
notice,  the  agency  intended  to  make  a 


class  determination  as  to  whether 
sufficient  safety  data  were  available  to 
affirm  the  GRAS  status  of  these 
products,  and  to  establish  common  or 
usual  names  for  the  products  if  the  data 
were  available. 

In  response  to  the  above  notice,  FDA 
received  nine  additional  petitions.  The 
petitioners  and  the  GRAS  numbers 
assigned  to  their  petitions  are  as 
follows: 


QRASP 

petition  Petitionar 

number 


6G0063 _  Frank  Thomn,  Qreemraod,  Wl  54437. 

6G0065 _ Dean  Foods  Co.,  1126  Kitoum  Ave.,  Rockford,  H. 

61101. 

6G0068 _ Stauffer  Chemical  Co.,  Westport,  CT  06680. 

6G0070 _ Western  General  Dairies.  Ino.  195  West  7200 

Souttt.  Mklvale.  UT  64047. 

6G0071 _  Purity  Cheese  Ca,  P.O.  Bok  27,  MayviOe.  Wl 

53050. 

6G0073 _ Borden,  Inc..  180  E.  Broad  St..  Columbus,  OH 

43215. 

6G0075 _  Land  O'lake,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  116,  Minneapolis, 

MN  55440. 

6G0076 _  Kraftoo  Corp.,  135  S.  LaSalle  St.  Chicago.  IL 

60603. 

600076 _ Tetroid  Co.,  Inc.,  Hamiltoa  NY  13346. 


In  the  making  of  cheese,  most  of  the 
protein,  nearly  all  of  the  fat,  and  some  of 
the  minerals  in  milk  become 
components  of  the  cheese.  Most  of  the 
carbohydrate  and  the  remainder  of  the 
protein,  fat,  and  minerals  become 
components  of  whey.  The  casein  protein 
becomes  the  major  component  of 
cheese,  while  the  lactalbumin,  which  is 
not  acted  upon  by  the  rennet  or  other 
enzymes  involved  in  the  cheesemaking 
process,  remains  with  the  whey.  Except 
for  the  curd  or  precipitated  state  of  the 
casein,  the  components  of  the  cheese 
and  the  whey,  reconstituted,  would  be 
the  same  as  those  for  milk.  Thus,  the 
only  known  sources  of  concern  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  various  whey 
products  would  be  the  possible 
introduction  or  concentration  of  toxic 
substances  during  the  processing,  or 
selective  concentration  of  ingre^ents  in 
the  manufacture  of  whey  products. 

For  many  years,  whey,  condensed 
whey,  and  dried  whey,  or  components 
derived  from  them,  have  been  used  to 
nutritionally  supplement  processed 
foods.  Nutritional  applications  are 
similar  to  those  for  which  nonfat  dry 
milk  is  utilized.  Whey  proteins  are 
recognized  as  having  high  nutritional 
value  as  measured  by  their  protein 
efficiency  ratios  (PER)  in  animal  feeding 
studies. 

In  recent  years,  additional  desirable 
functional  and  nutritional 
characteristics  have  been  imparted  to 
whey  products  fi'om  which  portions  of 
one  or  more  selected  components  have 
been  removed.  Rat  feeding  studies  show 
that  removal  of  large  portions  of  the 


minerals  and  the  lactose  from  whey 
results  in  a  protein  product  that  is  higher 
in  nutritional  value  than  casein  and 
compares  favorably  with  egg.  The  initial 
petition  referred  to  some  published 
studies  in  which  patients  suffering  &x)m 
renal  insufficiency  ingested  the  protein 
product  and  were  either  sustained  or 
improved,  as  measured  by  reduction  in 
blood  urea  nitrogen  and  creatinine 
levels.  Six  of  seven  comments  received 
in  response  to  the  published  notice  of 
filing  of  this  petition  (3G0011)  directed 
their  remarks  to  the  virtue  of  such  ’ 
treatment  regimes.  The  seventh 
comment  highly  recommended  the  use 
of  whey  protein  in  baby  formulas. 

The  earliest  methods  used  to  recover 
whey  protein  involved  heat  denaturing 
and  acid  precipitation.  This  resulted  in 
protein  that  had  nutritive  value  but, 
because  it  was  denatured  or  insoluble  in 
water,  lacked  certain  physical 
characteristics,  i.e^  “blendability.” 
necessary  for  diversification  of  its 
nutritional  applications.  Later,  many 
other  methods  were  devised  to  produce 
soluble  whey  protein  concentration. 
These  methods  removed  whey 
ingredients  such  as  minerals  and  lactose 
by  a  variety  of  procedures  such  as 
dialysis,  electrodialysis,  precipitation, 
ion  exchange,  filtration,  ultrafiltration, 
chemical  extraction,  or  a  combination  of 
two  or  more  of  these  methods.  However, 
the  method(s)  used  to  concentrate  the 
protein  or  to  vary  the  concentrations  of 
the  other  ingredients  resulted  in  whey 
products  of  varied  composition. 

Examination  of  the  petitions  indicates 
that  two  manufacturers  use  precipitation 
procedures  to  isolate  whey  protein.  One 
of  these  manufacturers  uses  heat  to 
denature  the  protein,  and  separates  the 
protein  from  the  liquid  permeate  by  the 
use  of  a  centrifugal  decanter  and 
filtration.  The  other  processor  utilizes  a 
cation  exchange  resin  column  to  acidify 
the  whey  and  uses  heat  and  metered 
addition  of  polymeric  phosphates  to 
precipitate  the  protein,  which  is  then 
recovered  by  centrifugation.  In  the  first 
process,  the  protein  is  denatured  and 
insoluble  in  water.  However,  in  the 
second  process,  the  protein  is  not 
denatured  and  can  be  made  water 
soluble  by  neutralization  of  the 
phosphated  protein  with  either  calcium 
or  sodium  hydroxide. 

Four  processors  utilize  ultrafiltratioh 
techniques  in  which  the  whey  stream  is 
directed,  under  pressure,  against 
membranes  composed  of  polymeric 
materials  approved  for  such  use  by  FDA 
regulations.  This  process  permits  salts, 
lactose,  and  low  molecular-weight 
nitrogenous  compounds  to  pass  through 
the  membrane  with  the  liquid  permeate. 
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while  retaining  the  protein.  The  liquid 
permeate  is  further  processed  to  remove 
the  lactose,  usually  by  vacuum 
concentration  of  the  solids  and 
crystallization  of  the  lactose.  In  each 
process,  the  fluid  whey  imdergoes 
certain  clarifying  procedures  and  pH 
adjustments  before  the  ultrahltration 
phase.  The  whey  is  pasteurized  before 
ultrafiltration  in  some  processes  and 
after  ultrafiltration  in  others. 

Two  whey  processors  utilize  ion 
exchange  resins,  followed  by  removal  of 
lactose,  to  produce  a  demineralized- 
delactosed  whey  with  a  high  protein 
concentration.  The  clarified  whey  is 
cooled  and  passed  over  columns  or 
through  tanks  containing  cation 
exchange  resins,  and  then  over  similarly 
arranged  anion  exchange  resins.  Ninety- 
percent  demineralization  can  reportedly 
be  accomplished  with  this  method.  The 
resins  used  are  approved  for  food  use  in 
§  173.25(a)  (21  CFR  173.25(a)).  Lactose  is 
removed  by  vacuum  and  heat 
concentration  of  the  demineralized 
whey,  which  is  then  subjected  to 
ciystallization  and  centrifugation  to 
produce  a  demineralized,  delactosed 
whey  product. 

One  processor  utilizes  a  filtration 
technique  to  produce  whey  products 
with  varying  levels  of  protein  content,  bi 
this  process,  the  clarified  whey  is 
subjected  to  the  usual  mediod  for 
removing  lactose.  The  partially 
delactosed  whey  is  then  passed  through 
a  molecular  sieve  resin  (gel  filtration)  by 
which  high  molecular  weight  molecules 
are  separated  from  those  of  lower 
molecular  weights.  Thus,  this  separation 
results  in  one  whey  product  with  a  high 
level  of  protein  and  a  permeate 
containing  little  protein  but  most  of  the 
mineral  salts  and  lactose. 

The  final  reported  process  utilizes 
electrodialysis  as  a  demineralizing 
technique.  In  the  process,  the  whey 
stream  is  passed  between  membranes 
that  separate  it  from  potable  water 
streams.  Through  the  imposition  of  a 
direct  electrical  potential,  the  mineral 
salts  pass  throrigh  the  membranes  into 
the  water  streams.  The  water  streams 
are  removed  and  discarded.  The 
electrodialysis  is  continued  until  the 
desired  reduction  in  mineral  salts  is 
reached.  One  processor  removes  the 
lactose  before  electrodialysis,  while 
another  removes  it  afterwards.  Each 
processor  uses  hydrogen  peroxide  for 
bacterial  control  during  the  whey 
processing  and  adds  catalase  to  remove 
the  peroxide  residues  from  the  final 
product. 

Whey  and  whey  products  have  been 
maiketed  for  a  number  of  years,  and 
questions  of  safety  have  not  been 


raised.  However,  the  derivation  of  whey 
products  is  such  that  it  raises  the 
question  of  whether  toxic  elements  in 
milk  niight  be  selectively  bovmd  to 
proteins  in  the  whey  fraction.  Thus,  the 
absolute  values  of  metallic  components 
in  the  whey  products  must  be 
considered  in  affirming  GRAS  status. 
Should  the  concentration  of  the 
elements  occur,  relatively  high  dietary 
intake  of  whey  protein  products  could 
result  in  a  significant  increase  in 
exposure  to  these  elements. 

Accordingly,  FDA  has  obtained  specific 
analytical  data  showing  that  the  whey 
products  do  not  selectively  concentrate 
the  metals  arsenic,  cadmium,  copper, 
lead,  mercury,  selenium,  and  zinc,  and 
also  that  the  proposed  use  of  whey 
proteins  will  not  significantly  increase 
the  levels  of  these  elements  in  the  diet. 
These  data  are  on  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk.  FDA. 

Orotic  acid  is  a  natural  component  of 
cow’s  milk  and,  therefore,  whey. 
Concern  has  been  expressed  about  it 
becoming  more  concentrated  during  the 
processing  of  whey  into  whey  products. 
A  feeding  study  in  rats,  in  which  the  diet 
contained  high  levels  or  orotic  acid, 
resulted  in  fatty  livers.  This  effect  may 
be  due  to  die  inability  of  the  rat  to 
metabolize  the  orotic  acid.  Analysis  of 
rat  milk  shows  very  litde  orotic  acid 
content  Human  mfik  is  similar  in  this 
respect  but  there  is  no  evidence  that 
orotic  acid  in  cow’s  milk  is  responsible 
for  any  adverse  effects  in  humans.  The 
levels  of  orotic  acid  in  the  final  whey 
products  produced  by  the  manufacturing 
procedures  described  ubove  are  no 
higher  than  would  be  expected  in  nonfat 
milk  solids.  The  analytical  method  for 
orotic  add  by  Metz  (Ref.  1)  is  suitable 
for  the  determination  of  low  levels  of 
this  substance  in  whey. 

Lysinoalanine  (LAL)  is  a  unique 
amino  add  tiiat  has  been  found  in 
protein  foods.  Exposure  of  the  protein  to 
conditions  of  high  alkalinity  and  heat 
favors  the  formation  of  LAL  However, 
this  amino  add  can  be  formed  during 
the  cooking  of  meat,  eggs,  and  other 
protein-fxintaining  foods  under 
nonalkaline  conditions.  Artides  in  the 
sdentific  literature  report  the  formation 
of  kidney  lesions,  termed 
nephrocytomegalia,  in  rats  when  tiie 
rats  were  fed  ffiets  containing  alkaline- 
treated,  industrial-grade  soy  protein 
(Refs.  2  and  3).  DeGroot  et  aL  have 
demonstrated  that  LAL  was  responsible 
for  these  lesions  in  the  rat  (Ref.  4).  As  a 
result,  concern  was  expressed  as  to  the 
effect  of  LAL  when  ingested  by  humans, 
even  though  subsequent  studies  failed  to 
produce  these  kidney  lesions  vdien  LAL- 
supidemented  diets  were  fed  to  Swiss 


mice,  golden  Syrian  hamsters.  New 
Zealand  white  rabbits,  Japanese  quail, 
beagle  dogs,  or  riiesus  monkeys  (Refs.  4 
and  5).  Analysis  of  the  modified  whey 
products,  made  by  the  processing 
procedures  disclosed  in  the  submitted 
petitions,  revealed  the  presence  of 
measurable  quantities  of  LAL  in  only  5 
of  the  42  samples  tested.  The  LAL  levels 
ranged  from  120  to  270  parts  per  million 
(ppm)  of  the  protein  content.  LAL  can  be 
formed  during  the  cooking  of  protein- 
containing  foods  and  as  much  as  300 
ppm  has  been  found  in  a  fried  egg.  Thus, 
it  has  always  been  a  component  of  the 
human  diet.  No  evidence  exists  that  the 
ingestion  of  LAL-containing  foods  is 
toxic  to  humans;  however,  the 
suggestion  has  been  made  that  the 
formation  of  LAL  may  be  an  explanation 
for  the  decrease  in  nutritive  quality  of 
some  processed  foods. 

Hydrogen  peroxide  has  been  listed  in 
S  182.1366  (21  CFR  182.1366)  as  GRAS 
for  use  as  a  bleaching  agent.  Although 
no  technical  effect  is  infficated, 
hydrogen  peroxide  is  also  listed  in 
S  133.113  (21  CFR  133.113)  as  an  optional 
ingredient  during  the  cheesemaking 
process.  Section  133.113  provides  that. 
m|lk  may  be  treated  with  hydrogen 
peroxide  solution  in  an  amount  that 
does  not  exceed  0.05  percent  of  the 
weight  of  the  miOc.  This  use  is  followed 
by  the  addition  of  a  suitable  catelase 
preparation  to  eliminate  the  hydrogen 
peroxide.  A  similar  sequential  use  has 
been  requested  by  two  of  the  petitioners 
for  hydrogen  peroxide  and  catalase  in 
whey  processing,  essentially  for  the 
express  purpose  of  its  antimicrobial 
activity.  The  proposed  maximum  level 
of  hyd^en  peroxide  for  this  purpose  is 
0.04  percent  (400  pinn),  which  is  less 
than  the  level  used  in  cheese  processing. 
This  use  is  also  followed  by  the  use  of 
catalease  to  eliminate  the  residual 
hydrogen  peroxide.  It  has  been  shown 
that  the  use  of  hydrogen  peroxide  in  this 
manner  results  in  a  greatly  reduced 
bacterial  count  in  the  final  whey  product 
when  compared  to  those  whey  piquets 
obtained  through  the  same  process 
without  hydrogen  peroxide  use. 

However,  because  hydrogen  peroxide, 
at  levels  of  2  percent,  can  pi^uce 
alteration  (ff  whey  or  milk  proteins  (Ref. 
6),  its  permitted  use  in  milk  used  to 
make  Swiss  cheese  was  suspected  as 
the  basis  for  excessive  amounts  of 
histamine  found  in  a  Swiss  cheese  made 
by  a  domestic  firm.  Ingestion  of  this 
cheese  by  restaurant  patrons  in  two 
different  cities  resulted  in  episodes  of 
food  poisoning.  Subsequent 
investingations,  however,  did  not 
confirm  a  correlation  between  hydrogen 
peroxide  and  histamine  in  the  cheese. 
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The  two  petitioner  firms  that  use 
hydrogen  peroxide  as  an  antimicrobial 
agent  in  the  processing  of  whey  have 
analyzed  their  products  for  the  presence 
of  histamine.  One  firm,  using  the 
fluorometric  method  of  Lerke  and  Bell 
(Ref.  7)  could  not  detect  histamine  in 
three  production  samples  of  modified 
wheys  that  had  been  treated  with  270, 
270,  and  400  ppm  of  hydrogen  peroxide 
during  the  processing  times  of  11.5,  6.75, 
and  9.75  hours,  respectively.  The  second 
firm,  using  the  same  analytical  method, 
could  not  detect  histamine  in  three 
samples  each  of  two  modified  whey 
products.  The  detection  limit  of  this 
analytical  method  was  determined  to  be 
100  ppm  of  histamine. 

Although  hydrogen  peroxide  is  not 
GRAS  for  general  use  as  an 
antimicrobial  agent,  this  use  in  whey 
processing  has  been  evaluated  as  peirt  of 
these  petitions.  The  Commissioner 
concludes  that  hydrogen  peroxide  may 
be  affirmed  as  GRAS  for  this  use 
pending  a  general  safety  review  of  this 
ingredient.  The  Commissioner  is 
therefore  proposing  a  GRAS  regulation 
affirming  this  use,  without  proposing  to 
change  current  S  182.1366  for  use  of 
hydrogen  peroxide  as  a  bleaching  agent. 
The  GRAS  status  of  hydrogne  peroxide 
as  a  bleaching  agent  will  be  reevaluated 
in  the  near  future  as  part  of  the  agnecy's 
GRAS  review  program. 

The  agency  examined  the  petitions 
and  comments  received  as  a  result  of 
the  December  17, 1975  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  names  and 
definitions  for  the  V£irious  whey 
products.  From  the  descriptions  of  the 
various  processes  involved  In  making 
the  whey  products,  the  agency 
concluded  that  ordinary  whey  is  sold 
and  utilized  as  liquid  whey, 
concentrated  whey,  or  dried  (dry)  whey. 
The  other  treated  whey  products  are  dry 
in  their  final  commercial  form.  The 
following  are  the  names  and  definitions 
proposed  for  consideration  in  this 
regulatory  action  on  the  various  whey 
products; 

1.  Whey.  Whey  is  the  liquid  substance 
obtained  by  separating  the  coagulum  from 
milk,  cream,  or  skim  milk,  as  in 
cheesemaking.  Whey  obtained  from  a 
cheesemaking  procedure  where  a  significant 
amount  of  loctose  is  converted  to  lactic  acid 
is  known  as  acid  whey.  Whey  obtained  from 
a  cheesemaking  procedure  where  there  is 
insignihcant  conversion  of  lactose  to  lactic 
acid  is  known  as  sweet  whey  (meets  maximal 
titratable  acidity  and  alkalinity  of  ash 
requirements  as  set  out  in  §  13S.110(b]  (21 
CFR  135.110(b)]).  The  pH  of  the  whey,  sweet 
or  acid,  may  be  adjusted  by  the  addition  of 
safe  and  suitable  pH  adjusting  ingredients. 

2.  Concentrated  whey.  Concentrated  whey 
is  the  liquid  substance  obtained  by  partial 


removal  of  water  from  whey,  while  leaving 
all  other  constituents  in  the  same  relative 
proportions  as  in  whey.  The  whey  solids 
must  be  not  less  than  40  percent.  The  percent 

of  solids,  i.e.,  “concentrated  whey  ( - % 

solids],”  must  be  declared  on  the  label'of  the 
finished  whey  product 

3.  Dried  (dry)  whey.  Dried  (dry)  whey  is  the 
dry  substance  obtained  by  the  removal  of 
water  from  whey,  while  leaving  all  other 
constituents  in  the  same  relative  proportions 
as  in  whey. 

4.  Dried  (dry)  reduced  lactose  whey.  Dried 
(dry)  reduced  lactose  whey  is  the  dry 
substance  obtained  by  the  selective  removal 
of  lactose  fi:t>m  whey,  followed  by  the 
removal  of  water.  The  percentage  of  lactose 
removed  must  be  not  less  than  25  percent  and 
the  loctose  content  of  the  finished  product 
must  not  exceed  60  percent  on  a  solids  basis. 
The  percent  of  lactose  present  on  a  solids 
basis,  i.e.,  “dried  (dry)  reduced  lactose  whey 

( - %  loctose),**  must  be  declared  on  the 

label  of  the  finished  whey  product. 

5.  Dried  (dry)  reduced  Minerals  whey. 

Dried  (dry)  reduced  minerals  whey  is  the  dry 
substance  obtained  by  the  selective  removal 
of  at  least  50  percent  of  the  minerals  fit)m 
whey,  followed  by  the  removal  of  water.  The 
finished  product  must  contain  not  more  than 
7  percent  ash  on  a  solids  basis.  The  percent 
of  minerals  present  on  a  solids  basis,  i.e., 

**drie4  (dry)  reduced  minerals  whey  ( - % 

minerals),**  must  be  declared  on  the  label  of 
the  finished  whey  product. 

6.  Dried  (dry)  whey  protein  concentrate. 
Dried  (dry)  whey  protein  concentrate  is  the 
dry  substance  obtained  by  the  removal  of 
sufficient  nonprotein  constituents  from  whey 
so  that  the  finished  product  contains  at  least 
30  percent  protein  on  a  solids  basis,  followed 
by  the  removal  of  water,  the  percent  of 
protein  present  on  a  solids  basis,  i.e„  “dried 

(dry)  whey  protein  concentrate  ( - % 

protein],**  must  be  declared  on  the  label  of 
the  finished  whey  product. 

The  submitted  petitions  have 
presented  data  that  demonstrate  no 
selective  concentration  of  heavy  metals 
or  orotic  acid  of  milk  in  the  processed 
whey  products.  The  products  have  also 
been  examined  for  potential 
concentration  of  lysinoalanine  and 
histaminds.  Furthermore,  the 
components  of  the  processing  equipment 
that  come  in  contact  with  the  whey  have 
been  approved  for  such  use  through 
appropriate  food  additive  regulations. 
Therefore,  after  a  comprehensive  review 
of  all  the  data  regarding  the  preparation 
and  uses  of  the  varius  whey  products, 
and  the  uses  of  hydrogen  peroxide 
during  their  preparation,  the 
Commissioner  ^ds  that: 

1.  Whey,  concentrated  whey,  and  dried 
(dry)  whey  are  eligible  for  GRAS  status 
based  upon  their  common  use  in  food  in  the 
United  States  before  January  1, 1958. 

2.  Although  dried  (dry)  reduced  lactose 
whey,  reduced  minerals  whey,  and  whey 
protein  concentrate  are  not  eligible  for  GRAS 
status  based  upon  their  common  ues  in  food 


in  the  United  States  before  January  1, 1958, 
the  ingredients  are  eligible  for  GRAS  status 
because  of  the  publication  of  sufficient  safety 
data  supporting  the  uses  requested. 

3.  Hydrogen  peroxide  is  eligible  for  GRAS 
status  based  upon  its  common  use  in  fpod  in 
the  United  States  before  January  1, 1958. 

4.  The  substances  are  safe  for  the  food  uses 
requested  by  the  petitioners. 

5.  The  substances  perform  the  functional 
effects  claimed  by  the  petitioners. 

6.  No  concentration  in  heavy  metals  is 
permitted  for  whey  and  whey  products  by 
comparison  with  Milk  on  a  solids  basis.  A 
total  heavy  metal  specification  of  10  ppm  is, 
however,  adopted  as  a  quality  control 
measure  to  ensure  that  fiiere  is  no  gross 
contamination  of  the  final  product. 

Accordingly,  the  Commissioner 
concludes,  in  accordance  with 
§  184.1(b)(1)  (21  CFR  184.1(b)(1)),  that 
Ae  uses  and  levels  of  use  of  hydrogen 
peroxide  and  of  the  various  whey 
products  set  forth  in  the  petitions  are 
GRAS. 

This  proposed  action  does  not  affect 
the  present  use  of  whey,  whey  products, 
and  hydrogen  peroxide  for  pet  food  or  , 
animal  feed. 

'The  following  references  are  on  file  in 
the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and 
may  be  seen  in  that  office  fit)m  9  a.m.  to 
4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday: 
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The  Commissioner  has  carefully 
considered  the  environmental  effects  of 
this  proposal  and,  because  the  action 
would  not  significantly  affect  the  quality 


of  the  human  environment,  has 
concluded  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  required. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  201(s), 

409,  701(a).  52  Stat.  1055,  72  Stat.  1784- 
1788  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  321(s),  348, 
371(a)))  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  5.1),  it  is 
proposed  that  Part  184  be  amended  by 
addhng  new  §S  184.1366, 184.1979, 
184.1979a,  184.1979b,  and  184.1979c  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  184.1366  Hydrogen  peroxide. 

(a)  Hydrogen  peroxide  (HiOa,  CAS 
Reg.  No.  7722-84-1)  is  also  referred  to  as 
hydrogen  dioxide.  It  is  made  by  the 
electrolytic  oxidation  of  sulfuric  acid  or 
a  sulfate  to  persulfuric  acid  or  a 
persulfuric  acid  salt  with  subsequent 
hydrolysis  and  distillation  of  the 
hydrogen  peroxide  formed;  by 
decomposition  of  barium  peroxide  with 
sulfuric  or  phosphoric  acid;  by  hydrogen 
reduction  of  2-ethylanthroquinone 
followed  by  oxidation  with  air  to 
regenerate  the  quinone  and  produce 
hydrogen  peroxide;  or  by  electrical 
discharge  through  a  mixture  of 
hydrogen,  oxygen,  and  water  vapor. 

(b)  The  ingredient  meets  the 
specifications  of  the  Food  Chemicals 
Codex.  2d  Ed.  (1972),*  which  is 
incorporated  by  reference. 

(c)  The  ingredient  is  used  as  an 
antimicrobial  agent  as  defined  in 
§  170.3(o)(2)  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  The  ingredient  is  used  at  levels  not 
to  exceed  good  manufacturing  practice 
in  accordance  with  §  184.1(b)(1).  Current 
good  manufacturing  practice  results  in  a 
maximum  level  of  use  in  milk  during 
cheesemaking  of  0.05  percent  of  the 
weight  of  the  milk,  and  of  0.04  percent  of 
the  weight  of  the  whey  in  the  holding 
tank  before  processing.  In  either  case, 
the  residual  hydrogen  peroxide  is 
removed  by  using  a  suitable  catalase 
preparation. 

(e)  This  regulation  is  issued  before 
general  evaluation  of  the  use  of  this 
ingredient  in  order  to  affirm  as  GRAS 
the  specific  use  named. 

S  184.1979  Whey. 

(a)(1)  Whey.  Whey  is  the  liquid 
substance  obtained  by  separating  the 
coagulum  from  milk,  cream,  or  sl^  milk 
in  cheesemaking.  Whey  obtained  from  a 
cheesemaking  procedure,  where  a 
significant  amount  of  lactose  is 
converted  to  lactic  acid,  is  known  as 
acid  whey.  Whey  obtained  fixim  a 
cheesemaking  procedure  where  there  is 
insignificant  conversion  of  lactose  to 

'  Copies  may  be  obtained  from:  National 
Academy  of  Sdences,  2101  Conatitution  Ave^  NW., 
Washington.  DC  20037. 


lactic  acid  is  known  as  sweet  whey 
(sweet  whey  has  a  maximum  titratable 
acidity  of  not  more  than  0.16  percent, 
calculated  as  lactic  acid,  and  an 
alkalinity  of  ash,  not  more  than  225 
milliliters  of  0.1/^  HCl  per  100  grams). 
The  pH  of  the  whey,  sweet  or  acid,  may 
be  adjusted  by  the  addition  of  safe  and 
suitable  pH  adjusting  ingredients. 

(2)  Concentrated  whey.  Concentrated 
whey  is  the  liquid  substance  obtained 
by  partial  removal  of  water  from  whey, 
while  leaving  all  other  constituents  in 
the  same  relative  proportions  as  in 
whey.  The  whey  solids  must  be  not  less 
than  40  percent.  The  percent  of  solids, 

i.e.,  “concentrated  whey  ( - %  solids),” 

must  be  declared  on  the  label  of  the 
finished  whey  product. 

(3)  Dried  (dry)  whey.  Dried  (dry)  whey 
is  the  dry  substance  obtained  by  the 
removal  of  water  from  whey,  while 
leaving  all  other  constituents  in  the 
same  relative  proportions  as  in  whey. 

(b)  The  ingredient  meets  the  following 
specifications: 

(1)  The  approximate  analysis  of  whey, 
on  a  dried  basis,  based  on  analytical 
methods  in  the  referenced  sections  of 
Official  Methods  of  Analysis  of  the 
Association  of  Official  Analytical 
Chemists  (AOAC),  12th  Ed.  (1975),* 
which  is  incorporated  by  reference,  is: 

Protein,  11  to  15  percent  (sec.  16.036). 

Fat,  0.2  to  1.5  percent  (secs.  16.181  and 
16.182). 

Ash,  7.1  to  12.5  percent  (sec.  16.035). 

Lactose,  61  to  75  percent  (sec.  16.053). 

Water,  3.5  to  7.5  percent  (sec.  14.002). 

(2)  Limits  of  impurities  are: 

Heavy  metals  (as  lead).  Not  more  than  10 
parts  per  million  (0.001  percent),  as 
determined  by  the  method  described  in  the 
Food  Chemic^s  Codex,  2d  Ed.  (1972),  pp. 
920-921,'  which  is  incorporated  by 
reference. 

(3)  The  whey  must  be  derived  from 
milk  that  has  been  pasteurized,  or  the 
whey  and/or  modified  whey  product 
mu^t  be  subjected  to  pasteurization 
techniques  or  its  equivalent  before  use 
in  foods. 

(c)  The  ingredient  is  used  as  a  dough 
strengthener  as  defined  in  S  170.3(o)(6) 
of  this  chapter,  flavoring  agent  or 
adjuvant  as  defined  in  §  170.3(o)(12)  of 
this  chapter,  formulation  aid  as  defined 
in  S  170.3(o)(14)  of  this  chapter, 
humectant  as  defined  in  $  170.3(o)(16)  of 
this  chapter,  nutrient  supplement  as 
defined  in  {  170.3(o)(20)  of  this  chapter, 
stabilizer  and  thickener  as  defined  in 

$  170.3(o)(28)  of  this  chapter,  surface- 
active  agent  as  defined  in  {  170.3(o)(29) 

'Copies  may  be  obtained  from:  Asaociation  of 
Offldd  Analytical  Chemiats,  P.O.  Box  540, 

Benjamin  Franklin  Station,  Washington.  DC  20044. 


of  this  chapter,  and  texturizer  as  defined 
in  8 170.3(o)(32)  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  The  ingredient  is  used  at  levels  not 
‘to  exceed  good  manufacturing  practice 
in  accordance  with  §  184.1(b)(1).  Current 
good  manufacturing  practice  in  the  use 
of  whey,  calculated  as  dry  whey,  results 
in  a  maximum  level,  as  served,  of  6.0 
percent  in  baked  goods  and  baking 
mixes  as  defined  in  8  170.3(n)(l)  of  this 
chapter,  6.0  percent  in  nonalcoholic 
beverages  and  beverage  bases  as 
defined  in  8  170.3(n)(3)  of  this  chapter, 
20.0  percent  in  dairy  product  analogs  as 
defined  in  8  170.3(n)(10)  of  this  chapter, 
66.0  percent  in  plant  protein  products  as 
defined  in  8  170.3(n)(33)  of  this  chapter, 
20.0  percent  in  soft  candy  as  defined  in 
8  170.3(n)(38)  of  this  chapter,  and  up  to 
10.0  percent  in  all  other  food  categories. 

(e)  The  label  on  the  package 
containing  the  finished  whey  substance 
must  disclose  the  source  (sweet  or  acid) 
and  form  (concentrated,  dried)  of  the 

whey  (i.e.,  “ - whey,”  “concentrated 

- whey,”  or  “dried  (dry) - whey,” 

the  blank  to  be  filled  in  with  the 
appropriate  source  term). 

8  184.1979a  Dried  (dry)  reduced  lactose 
whey. 

(a)  Dried  (dry)  reduced  lactose  whey 
is  the  dry  substance  obtained  by  the 
selective  removal  of  lactose  frnm  whey, 
followed  by  the  removal  of  water.  The 
percentage  of  lactose  removed  must  be 
not  less  than  25  percent  and  the  lactose 
content  of  the  finished  product  must  not 
exceed  60  percent  on  a  solids  basis. 
Removal  of  the  lactose  is  accomplished 
by  concentrating  the  whey  to  frnm  40  to 
60  percent  total  solids  by  evaporation  of 
the  water.  Gradual  cooling  of  the 
concentrate  will  precipitate  the  lactose, 
which  is  removed  by  centrifugation. 

(b)  The  ingredient  meets  the  following 
specifications: 

(1)  The  approximate  analysis  of  dried 
(d^)  reduced  lactose  whey,  based  on 
analytical  methods  in  the  referenced 
sections  of  Official  Methods  of  Analysis 
of  the  Association  of  Official  Analytical 
Chemists  (AOAC),  12th  Ed.  (1975),* 
which  is  incorporated  by  reference,  is: 

Protein,  12  to  20  percent  (sec.  16.036).  Fat,  1  to 
1.5  percent  (secs.  16.181  and  16.182). 

Ash,  8  to  12  percent  (sec.  16635).  Lactose.  Not 
more  than  60  percent  (sec.  16653).  Water,  3 
to  4  percent  (sec.  14.002). 

(2)  Limits  of  impurities  are: 

Heavy  metals  (as  lead).  Not  more  than  10 
parts  per  million  (0.001  percent),  as 
determined  by  the  method  described  in  the 
Food  Chemicals  Codex  2d  Ed.  (1972),  pp. 
920-921,'  which  is  incorporated  by 
reference. 
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(3)  The  whey  must  be  derived  from 
milk  that  has  been  pasteurized,  or  the 
whey  and/or  modified  whey  product 
must  be  subjected  to  pasteurization 
techniques  or  its  equivalent  before  use 
in  foods. 

(c)  The  ingredient  is  used  as  an 
emulsifier  and  emulsifier  salt  as  defined 
in  §  170.3(o)(8)  of  this  chapter,  flavoring 
agent  or  adjuvant  as  defined  in 

§  170.3(oKl2)  of  this  chapter,  humectant 
as  defined  in  S  170.3(o)(16]  of  this 
'chapter,  nutrient  supplement  as  defined 
in  §  170.3(o)(20)  of  ^8  chapter,  surface- 
active  agent  as  defined  in  §  170.3(o)(29] 
of  this  chapter,  and  texturizer  as  defined 
in  S  170.3(o)(32]  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  The  ingredient  is  used  at  levels  not 
to  exceed  good  manufacturing  practice 
in  accordance  with  $  184.1(b)(1).  Current 
good  manufacturing  practice  in  the  use 
of  dried  (dry)  reduced  lactose  whey 
results  in  a  maximum  level,  as  served,  of 
6.0  percent  in  nonalcoholic  beverages 
and  beverages  bases  as  defined  in 

1 170.3(n)(3)  of  this  chapter,  20.0  percent 
in  dairy  product  analogs  as  defined  in 
§  170.3(n)(10)  of  this  chapter,  25.0 
percent  in  plant  protein  products  as 
defined  in  §  170.3(n)(33)  of  this  chapter, 
20.0  percent  in  soft  candy  as  defined  in 
§  170.3(n)(38)  of  this  chapter,  and  up  to 
10.0  percent  in  all  other  food  categories. 

(e)  The  percent  of  lactose  present  on  a 
solids  basis,  i.e.,  “dried  (dry)  reduced 

lactose  whey  ( - %  lactose),”  must  be 

declared  on  the  label  of  the  finished 
whey  product.  The  percent  of  lactose 
must  1^  declared  in  5-percent 
increments,  expressed  as  a  multiple  of  5 
not  greater  than  the  actual  percentage  of 
lactose  in  the  product. 

§  184.1979b  Dried  (dry)  reduced  mlnersis 
whey. 

(a)  Dried  (dry)  reduced  minerals  whey 
is  the  dry  substance  obtained  by  the 
selective  removal  of  a  portion  of  the 
minerals  from  whey,  followed  by  the 
removal  of  water.  The  finished  product 
must  not  contain  more  than  7  percent 
ash  on  a  solids  basis.  Dried  (diy) 
reduced  minerals  whey  is  produced  by 
passing  the  fluid  whey  stream  through 
chambers  or  colunms  containng  ion 
exchange  resins.  It  is  also  made  by 
electro^alysis  in  which  the 
concentrated  whey  (20  to  30  percent 
solids)  is  circulated  between  membrane 
pairs  that  have  potable  water  passing 
over  the  opposite  sides  of  the 
membranes.  With  the  direct  imposition 
of  an  electrical  potential,  mineral  salts 
pass  through  the  membranes  into  the 
potable  water  and  are  discarded.  In 
addition,  mineral  removal  can  be 
accomplished  by  the  use  of 
ultrafiltration  techniques.  The  degree  of 


demineralization  can  be  increased  by 
serial  passages  through  each  apparatus 
used. 

(b)  The  ingredient  meets  the  following 
specifications:ge  a22jn2.030 

(1)  The  approximate  analysis  of  dried 
(diy)  reduced  minerals  whey,  based  on 
analytical  methods  in  the  referenced 
sections  of  Official  Methods  of  Analysis 
of  the  Association  of  OHlcial  Analytical 
Chemists  (AOAQ,  12th-Ed.  (1975),* 
which  is  incorporated  by  reference,  is: 

Protein,  12  to  24  percent  (sec.  16i)36).  Fat  1  to 
1.5  percent  (secs.  16.U1  and  16.182).  Ash. 
Not  more  than  7Si  percent  (sec.  16.035). 
Lactose,  68  to  74  percent  (sec.  16.053). 

Water.  3  to  5  percent  (sec.  14.002). 

(2)  Limits  of  impurities  are: 

Heavy  metals  (as  lead).  Not  more  than  10 
parts  per  million  (0.001  percent),  as 
determined  by  the  method  described  in  the 
Food  Chemicals  Codex,  2d  Ed.  (1972),  pp. 
920-621,'  which  is  incorporated  by 
reference. 

(3)  The  whey  must  be  derived  from 
milk  that  has  been  pasteurized,  or  the 
whey  and/or  modified  whey  product 
must  be  subjected  to  pasteurization 
techniques  or  its  equivalent  before  use 
in  foods. 

(c)  The  ingredient  is  used  as  a 
flavoring  agent  of  adjuvant  as  defined  in 
§  170.3(o)(12)  of  this  chapter,  nutrient 
supplement  as  defined  in  §  170.3(o)(20) 
of  this  chapter,  surface-active  agent  as 
defined  in  §  170.3(o)(29)  of  this  chapter, 
and  texturizer  as  defined  in 

§  170.3(o)(32)  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  llie  ingredient  is  used  at  levels  not 
to  exceed  good  manufacturing  practice 
in  accordance  with  $  184.1(b)(1).  Current 
good  manufacturing  practice  in  the  use 
of  dried  (dry)  reduced  minerals  whey 
results  in  a  maximum  level,  as  served,  of 
6.0  percent  in  baked  goods  and  baking 
mixes  as  defined  in  §  170.3(n)(l)  of  this 
chapter  and  up  to  10.0  percent  in  all 
other  food  categories. 

(e)  The  percent  of  nr.inerals  present  on 

a  solids  basis,  i.e.,  “dried  (dry)  reduced 
minerals  whey  (  %  minerals),”  must 

be  declared  on  the  label  of  the  finished 
whey  product.  The  percent  of  minerals 
must  be  declared  in  2-percent 
increments,  expressed  as  a  multiple  of  2 
not  greater  than  the  actual  percentage  of 
minerals  in  the  product. 

§  184.1979c  Dried  (dry)  whey  protein 
concentrate. 

(a)  Dried  (dry)  whey  protein 
concentrate  is  the  dry  substance 
obtained  by  the  removed  of  sufficient 
nonprotein  constituents  fi’om  whey  so 
that  the  finished  product  contains  at 
least  30  percent  protein  on  a  solids 
basis,  followed  by  die  removal  of  water. 
Dried  (dry)  whey  protein  concentrate  is 


produced  by  the  use  of  a  combination  of 
the  delactosing  and  demineralizing 
procedures  described  in  §  §  184.1979a 
and  184.1979b. 

(b)  The  ingredient  meets  the  following 
specifications: 

(1)  The  approximate  analysis  of  dried 
(dry)  whey  protein  concentrate,  based 
on  analytical  methods  in  the  referenced 
sections  of  Official  Methods  of  Analysis 
of  the  Association  of  Official  Analytical 
Chemists  (AO AC).  12th  Ed.  (1975),* 
which  is  incorporated  by  reference,  is: 

Protein.  Minimum  30  percent  (sec.  16.036). 

Fat,  1  to  3  percent  (secs.  16.181  and  16.182). 
Ash,  Not  more  dian  7 JO  percent  (sec. 

16.035).  Lactose,  Not  more  than  60  percent 
(sec.  16.053).  Water,  3  to  4  percent  (sec. 
14.002). 

(2)  Limits  of  impurities  are: 

Heavy  metals  (as  lead).  Not  more  than  10 
parts  per  million  (0.001  percent),  as 
deter^ned  by  the  method  described  in  the 
Food  Chemicals  Codex,  2d  Ed.  (1972),  pp. 
920-921,'  which  is  incoq)orated  by 
reference. 

(3)  The  whey  must  be  derived  from 

milk  that  has  been  pasteurized,  or  the 
whey  and/or  modified  whey  product 
must  be  subjected  to  pasteurization 
techniques  or  its  equivalent  before  use 
in  foods.  ' 

(c)  The  ingredient  Is  used  as  a 
flavoring  agent  or  adjuvant  as  defined  in 

^  §  170.3(o)(12)  of  this  ^apter,  formulation 
aid  as  de^ed  in  §  170.3(o)(14)  of  this 
chapter,  humectant  as  defined  in 
§  170.3(o)(16)  of  this  chapter,  nutrient 
supplement  as  defined  in  §  170.3(o)(20) 
of  this  chapter,  and  texturizer  as  defined 
in  §  170.3(o)(32)  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  The  ingredient  is  used  at  levels  not 
to  exceed  good  manufacturing  practice 
in  accordance  with  S  184.1(b)(1).  Current 
good  manufacturing  practice  in  the  use 
of  dried  (dry)  whey  protein  concentrate 
results  in  a  maximum  level,  as  served,  of 
20.0  percent  in  dairy  product  analogs  as 
defined  in  §  170.3(nXlO)  of  this  chapter, 
50.0  percent  in  plant  protein  products  as 
defined  in  §  170.3(n)(33)  of  this  chapter, 
20.0  percent  in  soft  candy  as  defined  in 

S  170.3(n)(38)  of  this  chapter,  and  10.0 
percent  in  aU  other  foods. 

(e)  The  percent  of  protein  on  a  solids 

basis,  i.e,,  “dried  (dry)  whey  protein 
concentrate  (  %  protein),”  must  be 

declared  on  the  label  of  the  finished 
whey  product  The  percent  of  protein 
must  be  declared  in  5-percent  • 
increments,  expressed  as  a  multiple  of  5 
not  grea|er  than  the  actual  percentage  of 
protein  in  the  product 

The  Conunissioner  hereby  gives 
notice  that  he  is  unaware  of  any  prior 
sanction  for  the  use  of  these  ingredients 
in  foods  under  conditions  different  from 
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those  proposed  in  this  document.  Any 
person  who  intends  to  assert  or  rely  on 
such  a  sanction  shall  submit  proof  of  its 
existence  in  response  to  this  proposal. 
The  regulation  proposed  in  this 
document  will  constitute  a 
determination  that  excluded  uses  would 
result  in  adulteration  of  the  food  in 
violation  of  section  402  of  the  act  (21 
U.S.C  342),  and  the  failure  of  any  person 
to  come  forward  with  proof  of  such  an 
applicable  prior  sanction  in  response  to 
this  proposal  constitutes  a  waiver  of  the 
right  to  assert  or  rely  on  the  sanction  at 
any  later  time.  This  notice  also 
constitutes  a  proposal  to  establish  a 
regulation  under  Part  181  (21  CFR  Part 
181),  incorporating  the  same  provisions, 
in  the  event  that  such  a  regulation  is 
determined  to  be  appropriate  as  a  result 
of  submission  of  proof  of  such  an 
applicable  prior  sanction  in  response  to 
this  proposal. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
August  21, 1979,  submit  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  written 
comments  regarding  this  proposal.  Four 
copies  of  all  comments  shall  be 
submitted,  except  that  individuals  may 
submit  single  copies  of  comments,  and 
shall  be  identified  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk  docket  number  found  in  brackets 
in  the  heading  of  this  document. 
Received  comments  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m. 
and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

In  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12044,  the  economic  effects  of  this 
proposal  have  been  carefully  analyzed, 
and  it  has  been  determined  that  the 
proposed  rulemaking  does  not  involve 
major  economic  consequences  as 
defined  by  that  order. 

Dated:  June  14. 1979. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  79-1931$  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE 


[21  CFR  Part  345] 

[Docket  No.  78N-0024] 

Vitamin  and  Mlnarai  Drug  Products  for 
Over-the-counter  Human  Use; 
Proposed  Rulemaking;  Extension  of 
Time  for  Comments  and  Repiy 
Comments 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  Extension  of 
oomment  periods. 


summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  extends  to  July  16, 
1979,  the  comment  period  and  to 
September  14, 1979,  the  reply  comment 
period  on  the  proposal  to  establish 
conditions  for  the  safety,  effectiveness, 
and  labeling  of  over-the-counter  (OTC) 
vitamin  and  mineral  drug  products.  The 
action  is  being  taken  to  allow  more  time 
for  the  collection  and  assessment  of 
data  to  provide  more  meaningful 
comments  on  the  issue. 
date:  Written  conunents  by  July  16, 

1979,  and  reply  comments  by  September 
14, 1979. 

address:  Written  comments  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  E)rugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  16, 1979  (44 
FR  16126),  FDA  proposed  to  establish 
conditions  for  the  safety,  effectiveness, 
and  labeling  of  vitamin  and  mineral  durg 
products  for  over-the-counter  (OTC) 
human  use.  The  proposed  rule,  based  on 
the  recommendations  of  the  Advisory 
Review  Panel  on  Vitamin,  Mineral,  and 
Hematinic  Drug  Products,  is  part  of  the 
ongoing  review  of  OTC  drug  products 
conducted  by  the  agency.  Interested 
persons  were  given  until  June  14, 1979  to 
comment  on  the  proposal  and  until  July 
16, 1979  for  reply  comments. 

In  response  to  the  proposal,  the  firm 
of  Bass,  Ullman  and  Lustigman,  on 
behalf  of  the  National  Association  of 
Pharmaceutical  Manufacturers  and  the 
National  Nutritional  Foods  Association, 
requested  a  30-day  extension  of  the 
comment  period  and  a  60-day  extension 
of  the  reply  comment  period.  Another 
request,  on  behalf  of  the  Council  for 
Responsible  Nutrition  asked  for  a  45-day 
extension  of  the  conunent  period.  The 
requests  for  extension  of  the  comment 
period  were  to  develop  a  response  that 
would  focus  attention  on  the 
controversial  issues  in  the  proposal  in 
an  attempt  to  remove  these  areas  of 
controversy  to  the  maximum  extent 
feasible  and  to  permit  time  to  obtain 
member  consensus  on  the  issues, 
respectively.  The  request  for  an 
extension  the  reply  comment  period 
was  based  on  delays  experienced  by  the 


firm  in  obtaining  copies  of  relevant  .  j 
comments.  \ 

The  agency  has  carefuly  considered 
the  requests  and  notes  that  an  unusually 
large  number  of  comments  have  been  , 
received  in  response  to  the  proposal.  ! 

The  number  received  has  been  in  excess 
of  1,800  and  represents  the  largest  ^ 

number  of  comments  received  in  | 

response  to  any  proposal  on  OTC  drug  i 
products.  The  agency,  therefore,  ; 

considers  an  extension  of  the  conunent 
and  reply  comment  periods  appropriate. 
The  agency  believes,  however,  that  a  30- 
day  extension  of  the  comment  period 
should  provide  sufficient  time  for  all  .  ‘ 

interested  persons  to  develop  i 

meaningful  comments  on  this  proposal,  j 

Accordingly,  the  comment  period  is 
extended  to  July  16, 1979,  and  the  reply 
comment  pedod  is  extended  to 
September  14, 1979.  Comments  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  at  the 
address  noted  above,  between  9  a.m.  < 
and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  June  14, 1979.  -- 

Joseph  P.  Hile, 

Associate  Commissioner  for  Regulatory 
Affairs. 

(Ht  Doc.  79-19104  Filed  0-15-79;  12^6  pm] 

MLLma  CODE  4110-0S4I 


[21  CFR  Part  510] 

[Docket  No.  78N-0206] 

Records  and  Reports  on  New  Animal 
Drugs  and  Antibiotics  That  Were 
Approved  Before  June  20, 1963 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-9842  appearing  on  page 
19438  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  April  3, 
1979,  an  incorrect  date  was  given  in  the 
heading.  The  correct  date  appears  in  the 
heading  above. 

Also,  in  the  middle  column,  under  the 
heading,  “SUMMARY”,  the  following 
correction  should  be  made:  In  the  9th 
line,  substitute  the  word  “to”  for  the 
word,  “of*. 

Finally,  in  the  last  column,  at  the  end 
of  the  document,  the  docket  number 
given  is  incorrect  The  correct  docket 
number  appears  in  the  heading  above. 

BILUNG  CODE  1S0fr-01-M 
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FEDERAL  EMERGENCY. 

MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

(24  CFR  Part  19171 

(Docket  No.  FI-SS79] 

Proposed  Rood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of 
Bloomsbury,  Columbia  County,  Pa. 
Under  the  National  Rood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.  ’ 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Bloomsburg,  Columbia  County, 
Pennsylvania. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

OATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper-of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESS:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Town  Hall. 
Bloomsbuig,  Pennsylvania.  Send 
comments  to:  Honorable  Allen  Remley, 
Mayor  of  Bloomsburg,  Town  Hall. 
Bloomsburg,  Pennsylvania  17815. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-0872,  Room 
6270,  451  Seventh  Street.  SW. 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  mFORMATtON:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Bloomsburg,  Columbia  County, 
Pennsylvania  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001^128,  and  24 
CFR  1917.4(a). 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 


These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  mfinagement  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program  , 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new  . 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Source  o(  Soodmg 

Elevation  * 
in  toel 

Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 

Susquehanna  Rivar _ 

Ooemetream  Corporate 

476 

Limits. 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits 

480 

ConraN...^ . . . 

477 

Penneylvania  State  Route  44 

478 

Railro^  Street  (Upstream) .... 

485 

Interatata  Route  80 _ _ _ 

496 

478 

Pennsylvania  Route  487 . 

479 

Otd  Berwick  Road _ 

480 

Upstream  Corporate  Lirnits .... 

480 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28. 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963) 

Issued:  June  14, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19230  Filed  0-21-79:  0:45  am] 

BHXING  CODE  4210-23-M 


(24  CFR  Part  1917] 

(Docket  No.  FI-4251] 

Proposed  Rood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of 
Chesterton,  Porter  County,  Ind.  Under 
the  National  Rood  Insurance  Program; 
Correction 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation.  FEMA. ' 
action:  Correction  of  proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  notice  published  on  June 
27, 1978,  at  43  FR  27858  in  the  Federal 


'The  function  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the-newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  for  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41942.  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 


Register,  and  in  the  Chesterton  Tribune 
on  June  20  and  June  21, 1978,  describing 
the  Downstream  Corporate  Limits  listed 
under  Peterson  Ditch  as  being  699  feet, 
should  be  corrected  to  read  639  feet. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  Assistant 
Administrator,  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll  Free  Line 
(800)  424-8872.  Room  5270,  451  Seventh 
Street,  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xlll  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968).  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804.  November  28. 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963) 

Issued;  June  14. 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19220  Filed  6-21-79:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4210-23-M 


(24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5575] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of  Clay, 
Onondaga  County,  N.Y.  Under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Offlce  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation.  FEMA. ' 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Clay,  Onondaga  County,  New  York. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  ciroilation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Town  Clerk's 
Office,  Municipal  Building.  4483  Route 
31.  Clay.  New  York. 


'  The  functions  of  tiie  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943.  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367.  April  3. 1979). 
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Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Ernest  Casale, 
Town  Supervisor,  Town  of  Clay, 
Municipal  Building,  4483  Route  31,  Clay, 
New  York  13041.  Attention:  Mr.  James 
Keefe,  Commissioner  of  Planning. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  W.  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Une  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 
supplementary^information:  The 
Federal  Insurzmce  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Clay  Onondaga  County,  New 
York,  in  accordance  with  section  110  of 
the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L  90-448),  42  U.S.C  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  Part  1917.4  (a)). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measimes 
required  by  S  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  fliat  are 
required.  Tliey  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
commimity  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own.  or 
piusuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities.  These 
proposed  elevations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Source  of  Flooding 

DevaSon 

'Location  In  leeL  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 

Seneca  River _ _ 

.  Downstream  corporate  kmits. 

368 

Approximately  3.6  miles 
upstream  of  State  Route 

31. 

871 

Oneida  River _ - 

Cotdkianos  snlh  Seneca 

River. 

368 

Upseaam  corporate  limits _ 

374 

Mud  Creak— . . 

OonSusnoa  wHh  Onsida 

River. 

870 

Just  upsiriem  of  State  Route 
481. 

374 

Big  Ben  CM _ 

OonSuenoe  wMh  Oneida 

Rkmr. 

369 

Dkmrgenoe  wMh  Oneida 

369 

waow  stream . 

Ccnfluance  wflti  Setteca 
nivar. 

371 

Just  upstream  of  Qaskin 

Road. 

371 

Just  upstream  of  State  Route 
57. 

378 

Just  upstmam  of  Comal  — 

379 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  Fr 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963) 

Issued:  June  14, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenes, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(m  Doc.  79-19226  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4210-2S-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

(Docket  No.  FI-S0951 

Proposed  Flood  Devatlon 
Oeterminationa  for  the  Village  of  Coal 
Valley,  Rock  Island  County,  III.,  Under  ' 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Correction 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 

action:  Correction  of  proposed  rule. 


summary:  This  document  corrects  a 
proposed  rule  on  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  that  appeared  on  page  44  FR 
7156  of  the  Federal  Re^ster  of  February 
6, 1979. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  6, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  758-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5270, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410. 

The  following; 


Elevation  in 
feeL 

Source  of  fHoodhig 

Location 

national 

gsodeMc 

vetical  datum 

Coal  Creek  Tributary-. 

186  Isel  downstream  of  U.S.  628 

ilghweylSO. 

Should  be  corrected  to  read: 

Goal  Creek  Tiibulaiy-.  1M  feet  upelream  of  U.S.  628 
HighiMy  150. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968).  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  ^ecutive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator.  44  FR 
20963) 


*The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3.  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  18, 1978)  and  Executive  Ordw 
12127  (44  FR  19887,  April  3. 1879). 


Issued:  June  12, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Iimmmce  Administrator. 
(FR  Doc.  79-19219  FBed  6-^79;  s«  aad 
BtUma  CODE  4219-01-M 


(24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-S570] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  DeKalb  County, 

Ga.,  Under  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program. 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.^ 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-yearJ  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  DeKalb 
County,  Georgia. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt.or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  dnnilation  in  the 
above-named  commimity. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas'  and  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  DeKalb  Coimty 
Courthouse,  556  North  McDonough, 
Decatur,  Georgia. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Walter  B. 
Russell,  Jr.,  Chairman,  DeKalb  County 
Commission,  DeKalb  County 
Courthouse,  556  North  McDonough, 
Decatur,  Georgia  30030. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-6872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW^ 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed'determinations  of 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  for 
DeKalb  County,  Georgia,  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 


'The  fonctioiu  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administradon,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  tranafenad  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41813.  September  19. 197Q  and  Executtve  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19387,  April  3. 1979). 
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Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448]),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  ^at  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  conununity  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are; 


Source  of  flooding 

Elevation 
in  feet 

Location  natkmat 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 

South  River  _ _ 

Downstream  County  Limits 
(200  feet*). 

663 

Klondike  Road  (upstream 

661 

side). 

Flatbridge  Road  (2000  feet*) 

695 

Snapfinger  Road  (upstream 
side). 

707 

Confluence  with  Snapfinger 
Creek. 

728 

Flakes  Mill  Road** _ 

739 

Waldrop  Road** _ 

757 

Pantherville  Road**  „„ 

761 

Interstate  285  (200  feet*)_ . 

776 

West  Side  Pla^  (upstream 
aide). 

782 

Moreland  Avenue** . 

786 

Crooked  Creek 

Browns  MiH  Road 

663 

(Tritiutary  to  South 
River). 

(downstream  side). 

Browns  Mill  Road  (upstream 

690 

side). 

Beriine  Drive** . 

699 

South  Goddard  Road 
(upstream  side) 

715 

Tritiutary  “A”  Crooked 

Corifluence  with  Crooked 

705 

Creek  (Tritiutary  to 

Creek  (Tritiutary  to  South 

South  Rivet). 

River). 

South  Goddard  Road** 

749 

Pole  Bridge  Creek _ 

Confluence  with  Stephenson 
Creek. 

690 

Browns  Mill  Road**  _ _ 

690 

Stephenson  Creek _ 

Browns  Min  Road 
(downstream  side). 

690 

Browns  Mill  Road  (upstream 

Me). 

707 

South  Goddard  Road** 

707 

North  Goddard  Road  (40 
feet*). 

745 

Clarks  Creek _ 

Hearn  Road** _ _ _ 

725 

Lombard  Road  (25  feet*) _ 

731 

Amsier  Road  (50  feet*) . 

776 

Com  Creek . 

Confluence  with  (Sark's 

Creek. 

736 

Flakes  MM  Road** _ _ 

752 

Snapfinger  Creek. _ 

Dogwood  Farm  Road  (25 
feet*). 

732 

Panther  Branch _ 

Snapfitiger  Road 
(downstream  side). 

762 

Elevation 
In  taet. 

Source  of  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


j 

Srtapfinger  Road  (upstream 

767 

side). 

Rock  Springs  Road  (125 
feet*). 

787 

Thompm  MM  Road**„.._„ 

801 

Miriola  Road** . 

837 

South  Rtver  Tributary 

LeHigh  Boulevard 

775 

"A". 

(downstream  side). 

LeHigh  Boulevard  (upstream 
aide). 

616 

Flat  Shoals  Road  (upstream 
side). 

828 

Wesley  Chapel  Road  (40 
feet*). 

864 

Conley  Creek 

748 

EMngwood  Road  (300 
feet***). 

770 

Boulder  Crest  Road  (250 
feet*). 

775 

Conley  Road** _ 

806, 

Souths  Railroad** _ 

811 

Moreland  Drive  (downstream 
side). 

622 

757 

Rainbow  Drive** . . . 

793 

Interstate  20  (upstream  side). 

798 

Interstate  285  (40  feet*) _ 

804 

Snapfinger  Road** _ 

853 

Glendwood  Road  (30 
feet***). 

872 

Brookfield  Land** 

883 

Alverada  Way  (100  feet***).„ 

907 

Midway  Road** _ 

924 

Beach  Drive  (30  feet*)..„, _ 

931 

Memorial  Drive  (30  feet*) 

944 

762 

Rainbow  Drive** . . 

798 

Interstate  20  (50  feet*) _ _ 

816 

Tony  Drive  (70  feet*) _ 

823 

McAfee  Road  (upstream 
aide). 

860 

(slenwood  Road  (40  feet***) . 

879 

White  Oak  Drive  (80  feet*) . 

885 

Memorial  Drive  {40  feet***).„ 

901 

Midway  Road  (upstream 

Me). 

928 

Creek  A,  Shoal  Creek. 

Tony  Drive  (50  feet***) 

860 

East  Fork  Middle 

Midway  Road  (100  feet*) 

938 

Branch. 

Shoal  Creeik . 

Columbia  Drive  (upstream 
side). 

952 

Fowler  Branch . . 

Snapfinger  Road  (upstream 
side). 

822 

Gienwood  Road  (30  feet*) 

873 

Cobbs  Creek  Tributary 

Brookfield  Lane  (40  feet*) . 

884 

Sherry  Dale  Lane  (30  feet*)... 

698 

Cornwall  Road  (50  feet***).... 

939 

Blue  Creek . . 

760 

760 

PanthersvHle  Road** . . 

River  Road  (60  feet***) . 

769 

River  Road  (50  feet*) . 

774 

Bouldercrest  Road  (upstream 

836 

' 

side). 

Sautee  Terrace  (50  feet*) _ 

673 

Ddittle  Creek 

Clifton  Springs  Road  (200 
feet*). 

765 

Flat  Shoals  Road  (50  feet*)... 

799 

THson  Circle  (30  feet*) _ 

874 

Pinewood  Drive** _ 

683 

McAfee  Road  (upstream 

917 

side). 

Barberrie  Lane  (40  feet***)  .„ 

926 

Atlanta  City  Limits . . 

936 

Ddess  Creek _ 

Clifton  Springs  Road 
(upstream  side).. 

763 

Interstate  285  (50  feet*) _ 

779 

Flat  Shoals  Road  (upstream 
side). 

816 

imerstate  20  (40  fee**) . ,, 

849 

Ddittle  Creek,  East 

Pmewood  Drive  (90  feet*)..„. 

882 

Branch  "B". 

McAfee  Road** _ 

920 

West  Branch  Dokttle 

Confluence  with  Dolittle 

789 

(Seek. 

Creek. 

Sugar  Creek _ 

Upstream  Limit  of  Detailed 
Study. 

812 

769 

797 

Mary  Lou  Lane  (200  feet*) . 

Brannen  Road  (60  feet*) 

862 

Elevation 
in  feet 

Source  of  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Interstate  20  (upstream  side). 

879 

Fayetteville  Road  (100  feet*). 

893 

Gienwood  Avenue** 

915 

East  Branch  "A" 

Confluence  with  Sugar  Creek 

891 

Sugar  Creek. 

Upstream  Limit  of  Detailed 

907 

East  Branch  “B" 

Study. 

Gienwood  Avenue 

915 

Sugar  Creek. 

(downstream  side). 

Upstream  Limit  of  Detailed 

926 

Intrenchment  Creek  „„ 

Study.  , 

ConstihJtion  Road  (600  feat*) 

785 

Key  Road  (90  feet*) _ 

797 

EaM  Custer  Avenue  (50 

856 

feet*). 

Moreland  Avenue  (200 

661 

North  Branch 

feel***). 

Eastland  Road  (50  feet*) _ 

860 

Intrenchment  Creek. 

Skyhaven  Drive  (Downstream 

891 

Swift  Creek . 

side). 

Confluence  with  Yellow  River 

723 

Rock  Chapel  Road**  „ 

756 

Rodgers  Lake  Road** _ 

810 

Upstream  Limit  at  Detailed 

861 

Study. 

Tributary  "A”  Swift 

Confluence  with  Swift  Creek.. 

758 

Creek 

Georgia  Railroad 

803 

(downstream  side). 

Rodgers  Lake  Road 

872 

Tributary  "A"  Swift 

(upstream  side). 

Georgia  Railroad  (upstream 

810 

Creek. 

side). 

Tributary  “A”.™.. _ 

Maddox  Road  (downstream 

843 

Storte  Mountain  Creek 

side). 

Rock  Chapel  Road 

748 

(upstream  side). 

Rock  Bridge  Road  (200 

761 

feet*). 

North  Deshon  Road 

72 

(downstream  side). 

Steward  Mill  Road  (upstream 

790 

side). 

Stonewall  Jackson  Drive/ 

643 

Dam  (upstream  side). 

Hugh  Howell  Road**  . . . 

643 

Littxjm  Stone  Mountain  Road 

844 

(150  feet*). 

SilverhAI  Ro^* . 

855 

McCurdy  Road** . 

925 

Oooked  Creek . 

South  Deshon  Road**. _ _ 

769 

Stephenson  Road  (300  feet*) 

783 

Alford  Road  (50  feel*) _ 

798 

Oakleaf  Drive  (downstream 

889 

Crooked  Creek 

side). 

Mystery  Valley  Golf  Course 

639 

Tributary  “A”. 

Drive  (50  feet*). 

Shadow  Rock  Drive 

917 

(downstream  side). 

Tributary  A,  Stone 

Confluence  with  Stone 

770 

Mountain  Creek. 

Mountain  Creek. 

North  Deshon  Road 

822 

(upstream  side). 

Upstream  Limit  of  Detailed 

846 

Little  Stone  Mountain 

Study. 

Stone  Mountain  Parkway**.... 

843 

Creek. 

Old  Stone  Mountain  Road 

888 

(75  feet*). 

Ulbum  Stone  Mountain  Road 

937 

(upstream  side). 

Gunstock  Drive  (30  feet*) 

961 

South  Fork  Peachtree 

BriardHf  Road  (50  feet***) 

836 

Creek. 

Houston  MM  Road  (upstream 

872 

side). 

Carxile  Lake  Bridge  arid  Dam 

876 

(30  feet*). 

Seaboard  Coast  Line 

884 

Railroad  (120  feet*). 

WHIivee  Drive** _ ... _ _ 

901 

LawrencevHle  Highway  29 

915 

(upstream  side). 

Valley  Brook  Road  (upstream 

924 

side). 

McLendon  Drive  (upstream 

932 

side). 

Casa  Drive  (100  feel*) 

942 

Montreal  Road  (120  feet*)._ 

954 
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Etavaten 
in  teat, 

Sourca  of  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
aartical  datum 


Brockett  Road  (100  teet*) . 

975 

Mlewood  Road  (upstream 
ride). 

996 

Greer  Circle** . . 

1021 

Peavine  Creek . — 

Old  Briarcliff  Road  (300 

teat*). 

838 

Oxford  Road  (downstream 
ride). 

861 

North  Decatur  Road** - 

866 

CliftorvOxford  Road 
(upstream  side). 

882 

Vickers  Drive  (130  feet*) - 

890 

Durant  Falls  Drive 
(downstream  side). 

922 

Decatur  oHy  Limits . 

930 

South  Fork  Peavine 

Confhietwe  with  Lullwatar 

867 

Creek. 

Oaek. 

CNfton  Road  (upstream  side) . 

893 

Ponce  De  Leon  Avenue** _ 

904 

LuUvwter  Creek - 

Confluence  with  South  Fork 
Peavine  Creek. 

867 

LuWwater  Road  (downstream 
side). 

889 

Decatur  City  Limits..' . . 

890 

Parkwood  Park 

Conventry  Road 

931 

Ttfeutary. 

(dowrwfream  rida). 

Coventry  Road  (upstream 
aide). 

942 

Soott  Boutevard  (downstream 
ride). 

952 

Burrrt  Fork  Creek _ 

Downstreammost  crossing  of 
Seaboard  Coast  Lina 
Railroad  (downstream  aide). 

891 

North  Orukf  Hills  Road 
(upstream  side). 

915 

Pangbom  Road  (downstream 
ride). 

957 

Rkterwood  Drive 
(downstream  rid^. 

964 

Frazier  Road  (50  feet*) _ 

980 

Hudson  Road** _ 

988 

Montraal  Circto  (500  toot*)„. 

995 

Interstate  285** _ 

1012 

North  Fork  Peachtree 
Creek. 

Buford  Highway** _ 

827 

Corporate  Boulevard** _ 

839 

Days  Inn  Road**  - _ 

852 

Century  Boulevard** _ 

855 

Shritewford  Road 
(downstream  aide). 

875 

Flowers  Road  (South)** _ 

682 

North  Fork  Peachtree 

Frontage  Road  (upstraam 

895 

Creek  (Continued). 

aide). 

Perimeter  Road-Interstate 

285  (doiMistream  ride). 

898 

Northcreet  Road  (upstream 
side). 

907 

Pirasantdale  Road 
(dCMvnatreafa  aida). 

912 

Henderson  Mill  Creek. 

(^influence  with  Peachtree 

694 

1  tendereon  Creek  Road 
(upstream  side). 

907 

Henderson  Mill  Road 
(downstream  side). 

921 

Peachtree  Branch 

Confluenos  with  Henderson 

894 

MB  Creek. 

Herrderson  MM  Road** _ 

907 

Nancy  Creek 

Cvergroan  Drive  (upstream 
ride). 

853 

Johnson  Ferry  Road 
(upstream  aide). 

880 

Aahford-Ounwoody  Road 
(downstream  side). 

870 

Norti  Shalowfard  Road  (130 
fM*). 

929 

North  Peachtree  Road 
(upstream  side). 

834 

Interstate  285**.. . - 

836 

TMy  MM  Road  (dowrrstream 
ride).  ^ 

952 

*Uptlraam  from  cantoffine. 

**  At  oantarine. 

***Doianatraamfonncantartna. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIU  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968).  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 


17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator,  44  ^  20963) 

Issued:  June  12. 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  79-18218  Filed  B-21-79;  ft45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4210-23-V 

[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5580] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Tovmshlp  of 
South  Centre,  Columbia  County,  Pa., 
Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA. ' 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Township  of  South  Centre,  Columbia 
County,  ^nnsylvania. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flo^  plain 
management  measLires  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 
date:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  Township 
Building.  Old  Berwick  Road, 

Bloomsburg,  Pennsylvania. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Paul  A. 
Edwards,  Chairman  of  the  Township  of 
South  Centre,  6550  2nd  Street, 
Bloomsburg,  Pensylvania  17815. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
toll-free  line  800-424-8872,  Room  5270, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATIOIl:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1678  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 


base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Township  of  South  Centre,  Columbia 
County.  Pensylvania  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448]),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  vidth  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  $  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premiiun  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Source  of  flooding 

Elevation 

InteaL 

Location  nationri 

geodetic 
vartical  datum 

Susquehanna  River _ 

Downstream  Corporate 

Limns. 

483 

Interstate  Route  80 _  .„. 

488 

Lsgirialive  Route  19103 _ 

489 

Upsfream  Corporate  Limns.-. 

490 

Tribufary  #11  to 

Old  Berwick  Road 

485 

Susquehanna  River. 

(Upstream). 

Contril  (Upstraam) _ 

494 

U.8.  Route  11  (Upstream) _ 

495 

Private  Bridge  (Downstream). 

503 

Township  Route  459 

528 

(Downstream). 

* 

Tributary' #12  to 

Abandoned  Bridge 
(Upstream). 

532 

OonfluanoasMh 

486 

Susquehanna  River. 

Susquehanna  Rtear. 

Private  Bridge  (Upstream) . 

494 

Foot  Bridga . . . 

508 

UA.  Interitate  Route  80 
(Upstream). 

522 

' 

Coniail  (Upstream)-.  _ 

523 

U.S.  Route  11  Northbound 

Lane  (Upstream). 

525 

- 

UA.  Route  11  Southbound 

Lane  (Upstraam). 

525 

ansnofi  nonow  hom 
(Upstrsairi). 

536 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42 
UJS,C  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963.) 
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Issued:  ]une  14. 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19231  Filed  6-21-79, 8:45  am) 

SaUNG  CODE  4210-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5572] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of 
Greensburg,  St  Helena  Parish,  La., 
Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.  ’ 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Greensburg,  St.  Helena  Parish. 
Louisiana. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  Town  Hall, 
Greensburg,  Louisiana. 

Send  comments  to:  Mayor  Clarence 
Speed,  P.O.  Box  160,  Greensburg. 
Louisiana. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program.  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-6872,  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 


notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Greensburg,  St.  Helena  Parish, 
Louisiana,  in  accordance  with  Section 
110  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980, 
which  added  Section  1363  to  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90- 
448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  commimity  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (l(X)-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elevation 
in  feet 

Source  of  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Josepfi  Branch .  Just  upstream  of  Highway  43  185 

Just  downstream  of  Highway  180 
10. 

Ward  Line  Canal .  Approximately  400  feet  190 


downstream  of  Highway  37. 

Approximately  ISO  feet  187 

dowrtstream  of  Lindsey 
Street 

Approximately  100  feet  181 

downstream  of  Sitman 
Street. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963) 
Issued:  June  12, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  7».19222  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4120-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5571] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  City  of 
Paducah,  McCracken  County,  Ky.; 

Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.' 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  City 
of  Paducah,  McCracken  County, 
Kentucky. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain  ' 
management  measures  that  the 
commimity  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP), 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  Engineering 
Department,  City  Hall,  5th  and 
Washington  Streets,  Paducah.  Kentucky. 

Send  comments  to:  Mayor  Murphy  or 
Mr.  Wayne  Upshaw,  City  Engineer,  City 
Hall,  P.O.  Box  2267,  Paducah,  Kentucky. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Mr.  Richard 
Krimm,  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll  Free  Line 
(800)  424-8872,  Room  5270,  451  Seventh 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20410. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Paducah,  McCracken  County. 
Kentucky,  in  accordance  with  Section 
110  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980, 
which  added  Section  1363  to  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XllI  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90- 
448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 

'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978]  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979]. 
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required  by  §  1910.3  of.  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elevation 
in  feet, 

Source  of  flooding  location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Ohio  River _ 

Street 

338 

Cross  Creek  _ _ 

.......  Confluence  with  Island  Creek 

330 

Just  upstream  of  Ervin  Cobb 
Drive. 

340 

Just  upstream  of  2Sth  Street. 

341 

Island  Creek . 

Street 

330 

Just  downstream  of  Bridge 
Street 

330 

Crooked  Creek. . 

.  Just  upstream  of  Buckner 

Lane. 

372 

Just  upstream  of  Pecan  Drive 

384 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  elective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963) 
Issued:  June  12, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

FR  Doc.  79-19221  Filed  6-21-79;  6:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4210-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  Ft-5567] 

Proposed  Rood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of 
Paradise  Valley,  Maricopa  County, 
Ariz.,  Under  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Offlce  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 

'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  {43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 


below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Paradise  Valley,  Maricopa  County, 
Arizona. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
commimity  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  national  flood 
insurance  program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESS:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Offlce  of  the 
Town  Engineer.  Send  comments  to:  Mr. 
Oscar  Butt,  Town  Manager  of  Paradise 
Valley,  325  North  Invergordon  Road, 
Paradise  Valley,  Arizona  85253. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
toll-free  line  (800)  424-8872,  Room  5270, 
451  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Paradise  Valley,  Maricopa 
County,  Arizona  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regualtions,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elevation 
in  feet. 

Source  of  floodkig  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


1,299 

Northern  Avertue _ _ 

1,301 

QoN  Drive  _ 

1,303 

invergordon  Road . 

1,321 

Double  Tree  Ranch  Road _ 

1,333 

56th  Street . 

1,348 

Shea  Boulevard  Bridge........... 

1.357 

Bemeil  Channel 

.  Double  Tree  Ranch  Road _ 

1,326 

Mountain  View  Road _ 

1,335 

Scottsdale  Road _ 

1,335 

Echo  Canyon  Wash .. 

..  Confluence  w/ Arizona  Canal. 

1^51 

Stanford  Drive _ _ 

1,263 

McDonald  Drive . . 

1,306 

Valley  V«ta  Lane 
(Downstream). 

1,318 

Valley  Vista  Lane  (Upstream) 

1,320 

Tatum  Boulevard _ 

1,322 

,  (National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegaticn  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963) 

Issued:  June  13, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-18215  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4210-23-11 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5577] 

Proposed  Rood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of 
Porum,  Muskogee  County,  Okla., 

Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Offlce  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Porum,  Muskogee  County,  Oklahoma. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979), 
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newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  Office  of 
Councilman  Pulse,  City  Hall.  P.O.  Box 
69.  Porum,  Oklahoma.  Send  comments 
to:  Mayor  A.  W.  Henderson  or 
Councilman  James  Pulse,  City  Hall.  P.O. 
Box  69,  Porum,  Oklahoma  74455. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr,  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581,  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872.  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street.  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20410^ 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Ponun,  Muskogee  County, 
Oklahoma. 

In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93- 
234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requiremqpts  on  its  own.  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elevation 
in  feet. 

Source  of  Hooding  Location  rtational 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Porum  Creek -  Juel  upatream  of  Ute  Avenue  566 

Juat  downatream  of  576 

Cherokee  Avenue. 

Approximately  80  feet  583 

douvnatream  of  Seneca 
Avenue. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963) 
Issued:  June  12. 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19228  Filed  6-21-79:  8;45  am) 

8ILUNQ  CODE  4210-23-M 


(24  CFR  Part  19171 

(Docket  No.  FI-5573) 

Proposed  Rood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  City  of 
Royaiton,  Morrison  County,  Minn., 
Under  the  National  Rood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.’ 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  of 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  thb  City 
of  Royaiton,  Morrison  County. 
Minnesota. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  conununity. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  City  Hall, 
Royaiton,  Minnesota.  Send  comments  to: 
The  Honorable  Donald  J.  Justin.  Mayor. 
City  of  Royaiton,  City  Hall,  Royaiton. 
Minnesota  56373. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  W.  Krimm,  National  Flood 
insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 


Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872.  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street.  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Royaiton,  Morrison  County, 
Minnesota,  in  accordance  with  section 
110  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980, 
which  added  section  1363  to  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90- 
448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal.  State  or  regional  entities.  These 
proposed  elevations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Source  of  flooding 

Elevation  in 
feeL 

Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 

.  Downstream  corporate  Kmlts .  1,074 

Juet  dowt>9lream  of  Center  1,076 

StreeL 

Just  upstream  of  Center  t.077 

Street 

Upstream  corporate  limits .  1,080 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1988),  as  amended  (42 

U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127. 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963.) 

Issued:  June  14, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19224  Piled  8-21-79;  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  4210-23-M 
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[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-51011 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  City  of 
Springfield,  Hampden  County,  Mass., 
Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program;  Correction 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.  ‘ 
action:  Correction  of  proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  notice  published  on 
February  6, 1979,  at  44  Fr  7160  in  the 
Federal  Register,  and  in  the  Springfield 
Daily  News  on  February  16, 1979,  and 
February  23, 1979,  describing  North 
Branch  Parkway  Culvert  listed  under 
North  Brook  as  being  177  feet  upstream 
should  be  corrected  to  re^d  177  feet 
downstream. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  Assistant 
Administrator,  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll  Free  Line 
(800)  424-8872,  Room  5270,  451  Seventh 
Street,  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963.) 

Issued:  June  14, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  79-19223  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4210-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5569] 

Proposed  Rood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of  St 
Lucie  Village,  St  Lucie  County,  Fla., 
Under  the  National  Rood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.  * 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
listed  below  for  selected  locations  in  the 


'  The  function  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
esIabIMed  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  for  Reoeganteation  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41942,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 


Town  of  St.  Lucie  Village,  St.  Lucie 
County,  Florida. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESS:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  Town  Hall,  2705 
Old  Dixie  Highway,  St.  Lucie  Village, 
Florida. 

Send  comments  to:  Mayor  W.  C. 

Eckler,  Chamberlin  Boulevard,  St.  Lucie 
Village,  Florida  33450. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  elevations  foj  the  Town 
of  St.  Lucie  Village,  St.  Lucie  County, 
Florida,  in  accordance  with  Section  110 
of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L  93-234),  87  Stat.  080,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of 
the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42.U.S.C. 
4001-4128  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
relations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The' 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entitites. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insiuance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  jHtjposed  base  (l(X)-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elevation 
in  laaL 

Source  at  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Indian  River _ -  Intersection  of  Toipey  Road  7 

and  Hagen  Drive. 

imersection  of  YacM  Lane  7 

and  North  Indan  River 
Drive. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Excutive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963.) 

Issued:  June  13, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-18217  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4210-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5568] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  City  of  Tempe, 
Maricopa,  Ariz.,  Under  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.^ 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  City 
of  Tempe,  Maricopa  County,  Arizona. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  City 
Engineering  Department,  31  East  5th 
Street,  Tempe,  Arizona  85281.  Send 


’The  function*  of  the  Fedaeal  Ineertince 
Administration  Department  of  Honstag  and  Urban 
DevelopmenL  were  traneianed  to  Ike  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganiaation  Han  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  SeptembCT  19. 1978]  and  Exeentive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 
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comments  to:  Mr.  Ken  MacDonald.  City 
Manager  of  Tempe,  31  East  5th  Street, 
Tempe.  Arizona  65251. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872.  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street.  SW. 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  '^he 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  die  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Tempe,  Maricopa  County, 
Arizona  in  accordance  with  section  110 
of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128.  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 

Elevation  in 

laet 

Source  of  flooding  '  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Salt  River  Doamatream  Corporate  1,13S 

Limits. 

Upstream  Mill  Avenue .  1.156 

Ooemstream  Scottsdale  1,164 

Road. 

700  feet  upstream.  Hayden  i,i74 

Road. 

Upstream  Corporate  Limas ....  1.186 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1966),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127.  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963.) 


Issued;  June  13, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federat  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  7S-19Z16  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4210-23-M 

(24  CFR  Part  1917) 

[Docket  No.  FI-5574] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Village  of 
Terrytown,  Scotts  Bhiff  County,  Nebr., 
Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.  ’ 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Village  of  Terrytown,  Scotts  Bluff 
County,  Nebraska. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  City  Hall. 
Terrytown.  Nebraska.  Send  comments 
to:  Mrs.  Barbara  Carpenter.  Chairman. 
Village  Board  of  Trustees.  Apartment  16, 
Terry  Boulevard,  Gering,  Nebraska 
69341. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CQNTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Une  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Village  of  Terrytown,  Scotts  Bluff 
County,  Nebraska,  in  accordance  with 

'  The  funcUoni  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administrahon,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  ReoiganizaHon  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367.  April  3, 1979). 


Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  Xin  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  Part  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  Construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  cuiy  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities.  These 
proposed  elevations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premiiun  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 

Elevation 

In  feat 

Source  of  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


North  Platte  River .  2,000  feet  downstream  of  3.874 

State  Highway  71. 

Downstream  corporate  limit  3,875 

at  State  Highv^  71. 

Just  upstream  ol  Avenue  1 .  3380 

Upstream  corporate  limtt _  3,881 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28. 1968  (33  FR 
17804,  Noveml>er  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963.) 

Issued:  June  13, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19225  Filed  8-21-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4210-23-M 


(24  CFR  Part  1917] 

(Docket  No.  FI-5576] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  City  of  Upper 
Arlington,  Franklin  County,  Ohio, 

Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.  ’ 

‘The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 

Footnotes  continued  on  next  page 
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action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  City 
of  Upper  Arlington,  Franklin  County. 
Ohio. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  City  Hall. 

3600  Tremont  Road,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43221.  Send  commenls  to:  The 
Honorable  Richard  Moore,  Mayor.  City 
of  Upper  Arlington.  3600  Tremont  Road. 
Columbus,  Ohio  43221. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  W.  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Une  (800)  424-8872.  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street  SW.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insmance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Upper  Arlington.  Franklin 
County.  Ohio,  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XUI  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  S  1910.3  of  die  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 


Footnotes  continued  from  last  page 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1878  (43  FR 
41943.  September  19, 197B)  and  Executive  Oder 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 


Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 
These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  th6ir  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are; 


etsvation 
in  teat. 

Source  o(  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Saolo  Rrver _  Just  upstream  of  Conrail -  740 

Just  upstream  of  Trabue  743 

Road. 

Just  downstream  of  Julian  75t 

Griggs  0am. 

Just  upstream  of  Julian  760 

Grtggs  Dam 

Atxxit  2.4  miles  upstream  of  772 

Fishinger  Road. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  elective  January  28, 1960  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28. 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  and  Executive  Order  12127, 
44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963.) 

Issued:  June  14, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19227  Filed  6-21-79;  8:46  am) 

«LUNG  CODE  4210-23-M 


(24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-55781 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of  Wister, 
LeFlore  County,  Okla.,  Under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.  * 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  Hsted 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Wister,  LeFlore  County,  Oklahoma. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualifled 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 


'  The  functiona  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Adniinistration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reotganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19. 197S)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19387,  April  3. 1979). 


OATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  City  Hall, 
Highland  Avenue,  Wister,  Oklahoma. 
Send  comments  to:  Mayor  William  L 
Free,  City  Hall,  P.O.  Box  347,  Wister, 
Oklahoma  or  Mr.  Maurice  Hammonds, 

90  First  State  Bank,  Wister,  Oklahoma 
74966. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581,  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION*.  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Wister.  LeFlore  County. 
Oklahoma. 

In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93- 
234),  87  Stat  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  Xm  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  S  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
commimity  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (l(X)-year]  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


ElevaSon 
in  feet 

Source  o(  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Caston  Creak . .  ApptoxIniaMy  1500  feat  46S 

downatream  of  US. 
ttighi»a>  270. 

AppraximaMy  600  teel  466 

upatream  of  U.S.  Highway 
270. 
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Bmslion 

miMt, 

Souroa  (X  •ooOng  LocMion  .  nrtwMJ 

gwxMic 
wMlicit  datum 


Mountain  Craak _  Approidmataly  200  faat  475 

upatraam  o(  9t  Louia-San 
Frandaoo  RaBroad. 

HHiMand  Avanuaaxlandad-.  480 

Rock  Craak -  Approadmataly  200  taat  474 

downatraam  o(  ua. 

Hi|^NMy271. 

Juat  downalraam  of  Baylast  482 

Straat 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968).  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19387;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Iiuurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963). 

Issued:  June  12, 1979. 

Gloria  M  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  7»-ig228  nied  8-21-78;  8:45  am] 

BtLUNQ  CODE  4210-2S-M 


EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

(29  CFR  Part  1601] 

706  Agencies:  Proposed  Designations 

agency:  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Conunission  proposes  to 
amend  its  regulations  which  designate 
certain  State  and  local  agencies  to 
handle  employment  discrimination 
charges  filed  with  the  Commission,  by 
adding  an  agency  which  has  requested 
additional  deferral  designation  as 
provided  under  the  authority  of  Title  VII 
of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended.  The  proposal  would  authorize 
the  agency  to  process  charges  against 
private  employers  deferred  to  it  by  the 
Commission.* 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
July  9. 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sent  to 
Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission.  Office  of  Field  Services 
(State  and  Local).  2401 E  Street  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Dorothy  D.  Howze,  telephone  202-634- 
6894,  Equal  Employment  Opportimity 


'  Note  that  in  41  FR  156,  August  11, 1976,  it  was 
erroneously  proposed  that  the  instant  agency  (South 
Carolina  Human  Affairs  Commission)  designated 
to  accept  charges  for  all  employers,  both  public  and 
private.  Instead,  the  notice  should  have  proposed  to 
designate  the  South  Carolina  Human  Affairs 
Commission  to  accept  charges  for  public  employers 
only. 


Conunission  (State  and  Local),  2401 E 
Street,  N.W^  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  1601.71  Title  29,  Chapter  XIV  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as  revised 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register,  42 
FR  55388,  October  14, 1977,  the  l^ual 
Employment  Opportunity  Commission 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Commission]  proposes  that  the  agency 
listed  below  be  designated  as  a  *‘706 
Agency,”  1801.70(a). 

The  purpose  for  such  designation  is  as 
follows:  First,  that  the  agency  receive 
charges  deferred  by  the  Conunission 
piusuant  to  Secs.  706  (c)  and  (d)  of  Title 
Vn  of  the  Civil  RighU  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended:  second,  that  the  Commission 
accord  “substantial  weight”  to  the  final 
findings  and  orders  of  the  agency 
pursuant  to  Sec.  706(b)  of  Title  VII  of  the 
Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,  as  amended. 
The  proposed  designation  of  the  agency 
listed  below  is  hereby  published  to 
provide  any  person  or  organization  not 
less  than  15  days  within  which  to  file 
written  comments  with  the  Commission 
as  provided  for  under  1601.71(1).  At  the 
expiration  of  the  15  day  period,  the 
Commission  may  effect  designation  of 
the  agency  by  publication  of  an 
amendment  to  1601.74(a).  The  proposed 
“706  Agency”  is  as  follows: 

South  Carolina  Human  Affairs 

Commission 

Written  comments  pursuant  to  this 
notice  must  be  filed  with  the 
Conunission  on  or  before  July  9, 1979. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  19th  day 
of  June,  1979. 

For  the  Commission: 

Eleanor  Holmes  Norton, 

Chair,  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  78-18481  FUed  8-21-78. 845  am) 

MLUNQ  CODE  6570-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs 

[29  CFR  Part  2520] 

Rules  and  Regulations  for  Reporting 
and  Disclosure 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  contains  a 
proposed  regulation  which,  if  adopted, 
woidd  require  that  insimance  company 
financial  reports  be  filed  with  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
only  upon  request,  in  lieu  of  the  present 
requirement  that  such  reports  be  filed 


with  the  annual  report  of  certain 
employee  benefit  plans.  The  proposed 
regulation  is  part  of  the  Department’s 
effort  to  reduce  the  administrative  and 
cost  burdens  imposed  by  the  reporting 
and  disclosure  requirements  of  the 
Employee  Retirement  Income  Security 
Act  of  1974  (the  Act). 
date:  Written  conunents  must  be 
received  by  the  Department  on  or  before 
August  21, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments 
concerning  the  proposal  contained  in 
this  document  to  “Insurance  Company 
Financial  Reports,”  Room  N-4461,  Office 
of  Reporting  and  Plan  Standards, 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs. 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor.  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C  20216.  All  such  submissions  will  be 
open  to  public  inspection  at  the  Public 
Document  Room,  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefit  Programs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor.  Room  N-4677, 200  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW^  Washington,  D.C.  20216. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wayland  Coe,  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefit  Programs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  Washington,  D.C.  20216, 202-523- 
8805.  This  is  not  a  toll  fi*ee  number. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
103(e)  of  the  Act  provides,  in  part,  that 
adMnistrators  of  employee  benefit 
plans  affording  benefits  which  are 
insured  in  whole  or  in  part  and  for 
which  the  insurance  company,  insurance 
service  or  similar  organization  does  not 
maintain  separate  experience  records, 
shall  include  a  copy  of  the  financial 
report  of  the  insurance  company, 
insurance  service  or  similar  organization 
with  the  annual  report  of  the  plan  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  Labor  (Ae 
Secretary). 

Section  104(a)(3)  of  the  Act  authorizes 
the  Secretary  by  regulation  to  exempt 
any  welfare  benefit  plan  fi'om  all  or  part 
of  the  reporting  and  disclosure 
requirements  of  Title  I  of  the  Act  if  he  ^ 
finds  that  such  requirements  are 
inappropriate  as  applied  to  welfare 
benefit  plans.  Section  110  of  the  Act 
authorizes  the  Secretary  to  prescribe  an 
alternative  method  for  satisfying  any 
requirement  of  Part  1,  Title  I  of  Uie  Act 
with  respect  to  a  pension  benefit  plan  if 
he  determines  that  the  use  of  the 
alternative  method  meets  certain 
statutory  criteria. 

The  Department’s  experience  to  date 
demonstrates  that  the  infrequent  need 
for  information  contained  in  financial 
reports  of  insurance  companies, 
insurance  service  or  similar 
organizations  does  not  justify  a 
requirement  that  such  ^ancial  reports 
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be  nied  on  an  annual  basis.  It  appears  to 
the  Depcu’tment  that  adequate  disclosiu% 
to  plan  participants  and  beneficiaries 
and  adequate  reporting  to  the 
Department  can  be  accomplished  by 
requiring  the  filing  of  individual 
financial  reports  of  such  companies  or 
organizations  only  upon  request  of  the 
Department.  The  elimination  of  the 
requirement  to  file  such  reports  on  an 
annual  basis  should,  in  the  view  of  the 
Department,  decrease  the  costs  of 
complying  with  the  Act  without 
adversely  affecting  the  interests  of  plan 
paticipants. 

Accordingly,  under  the  authority  of 
section  104(a)(3),  110,  and  505  of  the  Act, 
the  Department  proposes  to  amend  part 
2520  of  Chapter  XXV  of  Title  29  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by  adding  a 
new  section  2520.104-47  as  set  forth 
below. 

Subpart  D — Provisions  Applicable  to 
Both  Reporting  and  Disclosure 
Requirements 

§  2520.104-47  Limited  exemption  and 
aitemative  nsethod  of  compiiance  for  filing 
of  insurance  company  financial  reports. 

An  administrator  of  an  employee 
benefit  plan  to  which  section  103(e)(2)  of 
the  Act  applies  shall  be  deemed  in 
compliance  with  the  requirement  to 
include  with  its  annual  report  a  copy  of 
the  financial  report  of  the  insurance 
company,  insurance  service  or  similar 
organization;  Provided,  That  the 
administrator  files  a  copy  of  such  report 
within  45  days  of  receipt  of  a  written 
request  for  such  report  by  the  Secretary 
of  Labor. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this  15th  day 
of  June,  1979. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  ^rvices 
Administration,  Department  of  Labor. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19417  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-29-M 


PENSION  BENEFIT  GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 

y[29  CFR  Ch.  XXVII 

Improving  Quality  of  Regulations; 
Semiannual  Agenda  of  Slgnifi^nt 
Regulations  Under  Development 

agency:  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty 
Corporation. 

ACTION:  Semiannual  agenda  of 
regulations. 

summary:  The  Pension  Benefit 
Guaranty  Corporation  publishes  its 
semiannual  agenda  of  significant 


regulations  under  development.  This 
agenda  was  developed  under  the 
President’s  Executive  Order  12044  (43 
FR  12661,  March  24, 1978). 

ADDRESS:  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty 
Corporation,  2020  K  Street  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C  20006. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

For  further  information  on  the  agenda  in 
general  contact  Judith  Goldstein,  Special 
Counsel,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel. 
202-254-4885. 

For  information  about  any  particular 
item  on  the  agenda,  contact  the  person 
designated  for  each  regulation. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  President’s  Order  on  improving 
government  regulations  (Executive 
Order  12044,  43  FR  12861  (March  24, 
1978)),  each  Executive  Agency  is 
required  to  publish  semiarmually  an 
agenda  of  significant  regulations  under 
development  or  scheduled  to  be 
reviewed  by  the  agency.  The  Pension 
Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation  (“PBGC") 
published  its  first  semiannual  agenda  on 
December  22, 1978  (43  FR  59942),  setting 
forth  nine  significant  regulations  then 
under  development.  (For  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  PBGCs  Statement  of  Policy  and 
Procedures  implementing  the  Executive 
Order  (43  FR  58237  (December  13, 1978)), 
the  PB^  does  not  plan  to  schedule  any 
regulations  for  review  until  some  time  in 
1980.)  Since  that  time,  the  PBGC  has 
determined  that  one  additional 
regulation  that  was  not  included  on  the 
first  agenda,  because  it  was  not  then 
considered  a  “significant”  regulation, 
should  properly  be  designated  a 
“significant”  regulation  and  listed  on  the 
agenda.  That  regulation  is  listed  as  a 
new  item  no.  10  on  the  agenda  set  forth 
below.  The  PBGC  has  not  begun 
developing  any  new  significant 
regulations  since  the  last  agenda,  and 
accordingly  this  agenda  contains  only 
that  one  new  item  and  a  status  report  on 
the  nine  original  items.  Interested 
members  of  the  public  with  questions  or 
comments  concerning  these  regulations 
are  invited  to  write  or  telephone  the 
PBGC  contact  designated  for  each 
regulation.  The  PBGC’s  mailing  address 
is  2020  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006. 

1.  Notification  Requirements  for 
Reportable  Events  and  Establishment  of 
New  Reportable  Events 

Status.  Several  policy  and  legal  issues 
have  arisen  during  the  process  of 
drafting  the  final  regulation.  Most  of 
these  issues  have  been  resolved  and 
drafting  is  continuing. 

PBGC  Contact.  Mr.  David  Weingarten, 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
202-254-3010. 


2.  Proposed  Rules  for  Determining  and 
Collecting  Employer  Liability 

Status.  Specifications  for  the  proposed 
regulation  have  been  developed  by 
PBGC  staff  and  drafting  of  the  regulation 
has  begun. 

PBGC  Contact.  Mr.  Morris  Getzels, 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
202-254-7224. 

3.  Proposed  Rules  for  Establishing 
Prospective  Interest  Rates  for  Valuing 
Plan  Benefits  (Proposed  Amendment  to 
Interim  Regulation  on  Valuing  Plan 
Benefits) 

Status.  Specifications  for  the  proposal 
have  been  developed  by  PBGC  staff  and 
drafting  will  begin  shortly. 

PBGC  Contact  Ms.  Nina  Hawes, 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
202-254-4895. 

4.  Proposed  Rules  Governing  the 
Reversion  of  Excess  Plan  Assets 

Status.  Specifications  for  the  proposed 
regulation  have  been  developed  by 
PBGC  stafi  and  drafting  will  begin 
shortly. 

PBGC  Contact  Ms.  Renae  Hubbard, 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
202-254-4895. 

5.  Proposed  Rules  on  the  Allocation  of 
Employer  Liability  Among  Employers  in 
a  Multiple  Employer  or  Multiemployer 
Plan 

Status.  Specifications  for  the  proposed 
regulation  are  being  developed  by  PBGC 
staff, 

PBGC  Contact  Mr.  William  Seals, 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel. 
202-254-4895. 

6.  Proposed  Rules  for  Multiemployer 
Mergers,  Spinoffs  and  Transfers  of 
Assets  or  Liabilities  Under  Section  208 
of  ERISA 

Status.  Specifications  for  the  proposed 
regulation  are  being  developed  by  PBGC 
staff. 

PBGC  Contact  Mr.  Mark  Blank. 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel. 
20^254-3010. 

7.  Rules  for  Determining  Plan 
Sufficiency  and  for  Terminating 
Sufficient  Plans 

Status.  Initially,  the  PBGC  planned  to 
issue  this  regulation  concurrently  virith 
the  final  amendment  to  its  Notice  of 
Intent  to  Terminate  regulation  (see  item 
no.  10  below).  However,  because 
development  of  the  latter  is  far  behind 
development  of  the  Sufficiency 
regulation,  the  PBGC  has  revised  its 
plans,  and  drafting  of  the  final 
Sufficiency  regulation  is  now  in  process. 

PBGC  Contact  Ms.  Joan  Segal, 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel. 
202-254-3010. 
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8.  Rules  for  Valuing  and  Allocating 
Group  Insurance  Contracts 
(Amendments  to  the  Allocation  of 
Assets  and  Valuation  of  Plan  Assets 
Regulations) 

Status.  As  noted  in  the  previous 
agenda,  PBGC  plans  to  issue  part  of  this 
regulation  as  a  final  rule  and 
simultaneously  to  issue  proposed 
amendments  to  the  regulation.  PBGC 
staff  is  currently  developing  the 
specifications  for  both  the  final 
regulation  and  the  proposed 
amendments. 

PBGC  Contact.  Mr.  Gary  Ford, 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
202-254-4895. 

9.  Proposed  Rules  for  Distinguishing 
Between  a  Single  Plan  and  an  Aggregate 
of  Single  Plans 

Status.  The  specifications  for  the 
proposed  regulation  are  being  developed 
by  PBGC  staff. 

PBGC  Contact  Mr.  David  Levin, 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
202-254-4895. 

10.  Proposed  Amendments  to  the 
Notice  of  Intent  to  Terminate  Regulation 

Description.  Section  4041(a]  of  the 
Employee  Retirement  Income  Security 
Act  of  1974  (“ERISA")  requires  the  plan 
administrator  of  a  terminating  pension 
plan  covered  imder  Title  IV  of  ERISA  to 
file  with  PBGC  a  notice  that  the  plan  is 
to  be  terminated  at  least  10  days  prior  to 
the  proposed  termination  date.  Part  2604 
of  the  race’s  regulations  implements 
this  statutory  provision  and  includes  a 
list  of  information  that  must  be 
submitted  as  part  of  the  Notice  of  Intent 
to  Terminate.  In  order  to  complete  the 
processing  of  a  plan  termination,  it  is 
routinely  necessary  for  PBGC  to  obtain 
information  in  addition  to  that  w'hich 
must  be  submitted  pursuant  to  Part  2604 
(e.g.  participant  data  schedules). 
Therefore,  PBGC  proposes  to  amend 
Part  2604  to  require  the  submission  of 
this  information  as  part  of  the  Notice  of 
Intent  to  Terminate. 

Terminating  pension  plans  may  also 
want  to  obtain  a  determination  of  tax 
qualification  from  the  Internal  Revenue 
^rvice  (“IRS”),  and  this  requires  the 
submission  of  various  information  to 
IRS.  In  addition,  section  4043(b)(8)  of 
ERISA  and  section  6058(b)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  (“Code")  require 
notification  to  the  PBGC  and  IRS, 
respectively,  of  pension  plan  mergers, 
consolidations,  and  transfers  of  assets 
or  liabilities  to  another  plan.  PBGC  and 
IRS  propose  to  issue  a  new  IRS/PBGC 
Form  5310  that  will  be  used  for  all  of 
these  filings,  and  to  institute  a  new 
procedure,  referred  to  as  “one-stop 
service",  whereby  the  filing  of  this  Form 


with  one  agency  will  also  satisfy  the 
requirements  to  file  with  the  other 
agency.  PBGC,  therefore,  proposes  to 
amend  Part  2604  to  provide  that  the 
Notice  of  Intent  to  Terminate  will  be 
filed  on  IRS/PBGC  Form  5310. 

Need.  The  new  information  which 
would  have  to  be  submitted  under  this 
proposal  as  part  of  the  Nofice  of  Intent 
to  'Terminate  is  needed  in  order  for 
PBGC  to  process  a  plan  termination. 
Requiring  the  submission  of  this 
information  with  the  Notice  will 
eliminate  the  need  for  PBGC  to  go  back 
to  the  plan  administrator  for  this 
information  after  the  Notice  has  been 
submitted  and  will  thus  shorten  the  time 
needed  to  process  a  case. 

The  filing  requirements  under  Part 
2604  and  the  IRS  filing  requirements  for 
terminating  plans  that  wish  to  obtain  a 
determination  of  tax  qualification,  and 
the  notification  requirements  under 
ERISA  section  4043(b)(8)  and  Code 
section  6058(b),  require  some  pension 
plans  to  make  duplicative  filings  with 
the  two  agencies.  The  promulgation  of 
IRS/PBGC  Form  5310  and  the  institution 
of  “one-stop  service"  will  eliminate  the 
need  for  duplicative  filings  and  will 
simplify  and  lessen  the  ^ing 
requirements  for  a  pension  plan  dealing 
with  both  PBGC  and  IRS. 

Legal  Basis.  ERISA  sections  4002(b)(3) 
and  4041(a);  29  U.S.C.  1302(b)(3)  and 
1341(a). 

Regulatory  Anaylysis.  Not  required. 

PBGC  Contact.  Mr.  William  Seals, 
Attorney,  Office  of  the  General  Coimsel, 
202-254-4895. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this  19th  day  of 
June  1979.. 

Matthew  M.  Lind, 

Executive  Director,  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty 
Corporation. 

(FR  Doc.  79-1BS81  FUed  6-21-78;  8:45  am] 

BiLUflQ  CODE  770S-01-M 


POSTAL  SERVICE 
[39CFRPart  111] 

Express  Mail  Metro  Service,  Additional 
Metropolitan  Areas 

agency:  Postal  Service. 
action:  Notice  of  additional  expansion 
of  temporary  implementation  for 
Express  Mail  Metro  Service. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  prior  notices  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  April  19, 1979  (44 
FR  23396),  June  8, 1979  (44  FR  33068), 
and  on  June  15  (44  FR  34497),  the  Postal 
Service  hereby  gives  notice  that 
temporary  implementation  of  Express 
Mail  Metro  Service  will  be  expanded  to 


include  the  metropolitan  areas  of 
Cincinnati,  Ohio;  Dallas/Ft.  Worth, 
Texas;  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin;  and 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Notice  77,  Express  Mail  Metro  Service 
Directory,  for  the  selected  metropolitan 
areas  may  be  obtained  at  participating 
post  offices. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2, 1979  and  until 
such  time  as  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission  submits  a  recommended 
decision  to  the  Governors  of  the  Postal 
Service  and  resultant  action  is  taken  (39 
U.S.C.  401,  403,  404,  3621,  3623,  3641). 

W.  Alien  Sanders 

Acting  Deputy  General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.  78-18501  Filed  6-21-78;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  7710-12-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(40  CFR  Parts  52  and  81] 

[FRL  1255-1] 

Nevada  Plan  Revison:  Air  Quality 
Control  Region  Redesignation 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  On  March  23, 1979,  the 
Governor  of  Nevada,  under  section 
107(e)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended, 
submitted  for  EPA  approval  the 
redesignation  of  the  Nevada  portion 
(Clark  County)  of  the  Clark-Mohave 
Interstate  Air  Quality  Control  Region 
(AQCR)  as  an  intrastate  AQCR.  The 
intended  effect  of  this  redesignation, 
which  the  EPA  now  proposes  to 
approve,  is  to  improve  management  of 
the  air  resources  in  southern  Nevada 
and  to  be  consistent  with  and  in  support 
of  the  redesignation  action  by  the 
Governor  of  Arizona.  The  EPA  invites 
public  comment  on  this  redesignation, 
especially  as  to  its  consistency  with  the 
Clean  Air  Act. 

date:  Comments  may  be  submitted  on 
or  before  July  23, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  sent  to: 
Regional  Administrator,  Attn:  Air  & 
Hazardous  Materials  Division  Air 
Technical  Branch  Regulatory  Section 
(A-4-2),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  IX,  215  Fremont  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105.  Copies  of  the 
proposed  redesignation  and  the  EPA's 
Evaluation  Report  are  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hoiirs  at  the  EPA  Region  IX 
office  at  the  above  address  and  at  the 
following  locations: 
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Nevada  Department  of  Conservation  and 
Natural  Resources,  Division  of 
Environmental  Protection,  201  South  Fall 
Street,  Carson  City,  NV  89710. 

District  Health  Departaient  of  Clark  County, 
625  Shadow  Lane,  Las  Vegas,  NV  89106. 
Arizona  Department  of  Health  Services,  1740 
West  Adams  Street,  Phoenix,  AZ  85007. 
Mohave  County  Health  Department,  305 
West  Beale,  Kingman,  AZ  86401. 

Yuma  County  Health  Department,  201  Second 
Avenue,  Yuma,  AZ  85364. 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  Room 
2922  (EPA  Library),  401  “M"  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Douglas  Grano,  Chief,  Regulatory 
,  Section,  Air  Technical  Branch,  Air  &  ' 
Hazardous  Materials  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

.  Region  DC.  (415)  556-2938. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Under  section  107  of  the  Clean  Air 
AcL  as  amended,  the  Clark-Mohave 
Interstate  AQCR  was  designated  by  the 
Administrator.  This  AQCR  is  described 
in  40  C]FR  81.80  as  including  all  of  the 
Clark  County,  Nevada,  and  Mohave  and 
Yuma  Counties.  Arizona. 

The  Governor  of  Arizona,  in  a  letter 
dated  January  26. 1979.  requested  that 
the  AQCR’s  in  Arizona  be  redesignated 
to  conform  to  the  boundaries  of  the 
Arizona  Planning  Districts.  This  request 
included  the  redesignation  of  the  Clark- 
Mohave  Interstate  AQCR  to  an 
intrastate  AQC3R  consisting  of  Mohave 
and  Yuma  Counties.  With  the  exception 
of  the  Clark-Mohave  Interstate  AQCR, 
the  EPA  will  address  the  Arizona 
redesignations  in  a  separate  Federal 
Re^ster  notice. 

Proposed  Redesignation 

In  a  letter  dated  March  23, 1979,  the 
Governor  of  Nevada  requested  the 
EPA’s  approval  of  his  redesignation  of 
the  Nevada  portion  (Clark  County)  of 
the  Clark-Mohave  Interstate  AQC31  as 
an  intrastate  AQCR. 

As  stated  by  Governor  List  the 
redesignation  will  further  improve 
management  of  the  air  resources  in 
southern  Nevada.  The  Governor  also 
states  that  the  provisions  of  section  126 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  are  adequate  to 
protect  the  citizens  of  each  state  from 
air  pollution  from  new  sources  located 
in  the  other  state.  Tims  the 
redesignation  of  Clark  County  as  an 
intrastate  AQCR  is  expected  to  have  no 
adverse  effect  upon  interstate  air 
pollution  within  the  present  Clark- 
Mohave  Interstate  AQCR. 

As  a  result  of  this  redesignation, 
minor  revisions  would  be  made  to  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR).  In  40 


CFR  Part  81,  the  name  and  description 
of  Ae  AQCR  in  S  81.80  would  be 
revised,  and  a  new  AQCR  would  be 
added.  In  40  CFR  §  52.121  and  S  52.1471 
(Classification  of  regions),  and  in  40  CFR 
S  52.130  (Source  surveillance)  the  name 
of  the  AQCR  would  be  changed. 

The  EPA  proposes  to  approve  this 
redesignation  because  it  meets  the 
requirements  of  subsection  107(e)  of  the 
Clean  Air  AcL  as  amended,  which 
requires,  in  e^ecL  that  the  redesignation 
be  for  purposes  of  improved  air  quality 
management.  In  addition,  the  Governor 
of  Arizona  has  consented  to  the 
proposed  redesignation,  as  required  by 
subsection  107(e). 

The  subject  of  this  notice  is 
considered  to  be  “nonsignificant", 
because  the  purpose  of  ^e  proposal  is 
the  promotion  of  more  efficient  and 
effective  air  quality  management  and 
because  its  effects  would  be 
administrative  in  nature.  No  new 
requirements  would  be  imposed,  nor 
would  any  requirements  be  withdrawn. 
For  these  reasons,  a  30-day  public 
comment  period  is  deemed  sufficient. 

Public  Comments 

Under  sections  107  and  110  of  the _ 

Clean  Air  Act  as  amended,  and  40  CFR 
Part  51,  the  Administrator  is  required  to 
approve  or  disapprove  this 
redesignation  as  a  revision  to  the  SIP. 
The  Regional  Administrator  hereby 
issues  ffiis  notice  setting  forth  this 
redesignation  as  proposed  rulemaking 
and  advises  the  public  that  interested 
persons  may  participate  by  submitting 
written  comments  to  the  I^A  Region  IX 
Office.  Comments  received  within  30 
days  of  publication  of  this  notice  will  be 
considered,  and  will  be  made  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  EPA  Region 
IX  Office  and  at  the  EPA  Public 
Information  Reference  Unit 

Because  this  redesignation  is  a  non¬ 
regulator  SIP  revision  that  will  not  affect 
the  program  for  attainment  or 
maintenance  of  the  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards,  a  public  hearing 
is  not  required. 

The  Administrator’s  decision  to 
approve  or  disapprove  the  proposed 
revision  to  the  Sffi  will  be  based  on  the 
comments  received  and  on  a 
determination  as  to  whether  the  AQCR 
redesignation  meets  the  requirements  of 
sections  107  and  110(a)(2)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  as  amended,  and  40  CFR  Part 
51,  Requirements  for  Preparation, 
Adoption,  and  Submittal  of 
Implementation  Plans. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044  EPA  Is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order  or 


whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized”. 
EPA  has  reviewed  the  revision  being 
acted  upon  in  this  notice  and  has 
determined  that  it  is  a  specialized 
revision  not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

(Sections  107, 110  and  301(a)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  as  amended  [42  U.S.C.  SS  7404,  7410,  and 
7601(8)].) 

Dated:  June  14, 1979. 

Paul  DeFalco,  Jr., 

Regional  Administrator, 

[Fit  Doc  7»-19455  Filed  B-21-79;  S:45  am] 

MLUNQ  CODE  SS60-01-M 


[40  CFR  Part  65] 

[FRL 1251-4] 

Proposed  Approval  of  an 
Administrative  Order  Issued  by  Ohio 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  to 
Diamond  Crystal  Salt  Co. 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  U.S.  EPA  proposes  to  approve 
an  Administrative  Order  issued  by  the 
Ohio  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
to  Diamond  Crystal  Salt  Company.  The 
Order  requires  the  Company  to  bring  air 
emissions  from  its  four  coal-fired  boilers 
in  Akron,  Ohio,  into  compliance  with 
certain  regulations  contained  in  the 
federally  approved  Ohio  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  by  July  1, 
1979.  Because  the  Order  has  been  issued 
to  a  major  source  and  permits  a  delay  in 
compliance  with  provisions  of  the  SIP,  it 
must  be  approved  by  U.S.  EPA  before  it 
becomes  effective  as  a  Delayed 
Compliance  Order  under  the  Clean  Air 
Act  (the  Act).  If  approved  by  U.S.  EPA, 
the  Order  will  constitute  an  addition  to 
the  SIP.  In  addition,  a  source  in 
compliance  with  an  approved  Order 
may  not  be  sued  under  the  Federal 
enforcement  or  citizen  suit  provisions  of 
the  Act  for  violations  of  the  SIP 
regulations  covered  by  the  Order.  The 
pmpose  of  this  notice  is  the  invite  public 
comment  on  U.S.  EPA’s  proposed 
approval  of  the  Order  as  a  Delayed 
Compliance  Order. 
date:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  23, 1979. 
ADDRESSES.  Comments  should  be 
submitted  to  Director,  Enforcement 
Divison,  U.S.  EPA,  Region  V,  230  South 
Dearborn  Street  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 
The  State  Order,  supporting  material, 
and  public  comments  .received  in 
response  to  this  notice  may  be  inspected 
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and  copied  (for  appropriate  charges)  at 
this  address  during  normal  business 
hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATtON  CONTACT: 

Cynthis  Colantoni,  Enforcement 
Division,  U.S.  EPA,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604.  (312)  353- 
2082. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Diamond 
Crystal  Salt  Company  operates  four 
coalfired  boilers  at  ^Jcron,  Ohio.  The 
Order  under  consideration  addresses 
emissions  form  these  boilers,  which  are 
subject  to  OAC  3745-17^7  and  OAC 
3745-17-10.  The  regulations  limit  the 
emissions  of  particulate  matter  and 
visiable  emissions,  and  are  part  of  the 
federally  approved  Ohio  State 
Implementation  Plan.  The  Order 
requires  Hnal  compliance  with  the 
regulations  by  July  1, 1979  through  the 
installation  of  a  baghouse  system. 

Because  this  Order  has  been  issued  to 
a  major  source  of  particulate  matter 
emissions  and  visible  emissions  and 
permits  a  delay  in  compliance  with  the 
applicable  regulations,  it  must  be 
approved  by  U.S.  EPA  before  it  becomes 
elective  as  a  Delayed  Compliance 
Order  under  Section  113(d)  of  the  Act. 
U.S.  EPA  may  approve  the  Order  only  if 
it  satisfies  the  appropriate  requirements 
of  this  subsection. 

If  the  Order  is  approved  by  U.S.  EPA, 
source  compliance  with  its  terms  would 
preclude  Federal  Enforcement  action 
under  Section  113  of  the  Act  against  the 
source  for  violations  of  the  relations 
covered  by  the  Order  during  the  period 
the  Order  is  in  effect.  Enforcement 
against  the  source  imder  the  citizen  suit 
provision  of  the  Act  (Section  304)  would 
be  similarly  precluded.  If  approved,  the 
Order  would  also  constitute  an  addition 
to  the  Ohio  SIP. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  Order.  Written  comments 
received  by  the  date  specified  above 
will  be  considered  in  determining 
whether  U.S.  EPA  may  approve  the 
Order.  After  the  public  comment  period, 
the  Administrator  of  U.S.  EPA  will 
publish  in  the  Federd  Roaster  the 
Agency’s  final  action  on  the  Order  in  40 
CFR  Part  65. 

Authority  (42  U.S.C.  7413, 7601.) 

Dated:  June  1, 1979. 

John  McGuire, 

Regional  Administrative. 

In  the  matter  of  DIAMOND  CRYSTAL 
SALT  CO.,  2065  Manchester  Road,  Akron, 
Ohio  44314;  Order. 

Hie  Director  of  Environmental  Protection 
(hereinafter  “Director”),  hereby  makes  the 
following  Findings  of  Fact  and,  pursuant  to 
Section  3704.03  (S)  and  (I)  and  3704i)31  of  the 


Ohio  Revised  Code  and  in  accordance  with 
Section  113(d)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  7401  et  seq.,  issues  the 
following  Orders  which  will  not  take  effect 
until  the  Administrator  of  die  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  has 
approved  dieir  issuance  under  the  Clean  Air 
Act: 

Findings  of  Fact 

1.  The  Diamond  Crystal  Sah  Company 
(hereinafter  "Diamond  Crystal”)  operates  air 
contaminant  sources  described  below,  which 
serve  its  facility  located  at  2065  Manchester 
Road,  Akron,  Ohio  44314: 

Description  of  Sources 

a.  Source  Number  1677010027B001. 
described  by  the  facility  as  Boiler  Number  3, 
is  a  Connelly  CIM-22  coal-fired  boiler,  rated 
at  approximately  43  million  BTU  per  hour, 
originally  installed  in  1923. 

b.  Source  Number  1677010027B0Q2, 
described  by  the  facQity  as  Boiler  Number  4, 
is  a  Connelly  ClM-22  coal-fired  boiler,  rated 
at  approximately  42  million  BTU  per  hour, 
and  originally  installed  in  1923. 

c.  Source  Number  1677010027B003. 
described  by  the  facility  as  Boiler  Number  5, 
is  a  Connelly  CIM-22  coal-fired  boiler,  rated 
at  approximately  43  millioo  BTU  per  hour, 
and  originally  installed  in  1923. 

d.  Source  Number  1677010027B004, 
described  by  the  facility  as  Boiler  Number  6, 
is  a  Connelly  CIM-22  coal-fired  boiler,  rated 
at  approximately  43  million  BTU  per  hour, 
and  originally  installed  in  1923. 

Note. — Sources  BOOl,  B002,  B003,  and  B004 
are  breached  into  one  stack. 

2.  In  die  course  of  operation  of  said  sources 
BOOl,  B002,  BOOS,  and  B004,  air  contaminants 
are  emitted  in  violation  of  OAC  3745-17-07 
and  OAC  3745-17-10. 

3.  Diamond  Crystal  is  unable  to 
immediately  comply  with  OAC  3745-17-07 
and  OAC  3745-17-10. 

4.  Potential  emissions  of  particulate  matter 
from  sources  BOOL  B002,  B003,  and  6004  are 
approximately  1,052  tons  per  year;  therefore. 
Diamond  Crystal  constitutes  a  major  source 
under  Section  302(j}  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended. 

5.  Hie  compliance  schedule  set  forth  in  the 
Order  below  requires  compliance  widi  OAC 
3745-17-07  and  OAC  3745-17-10  as 
expeditiously  as  practicable. 

6.  Implementation  by  Diamond  Crystal  of 
the  interim  requirements  contained  in  the 
Orders  below  will  fulfill  the  requirements  of 
Section  113(d)t7)  of  the  Qean  Air  Act,  as 
amended. 

7.  It  is  technically  and  economically 
uiu'easonable  to  require  Diamond  Crystal  to 
install  and  operate  a  continuous  opacity 
monitoring  system  on  die  bmlers  prior  to 
achieving  conqiliance  with  the  Orders 
specified  below,  since  EHamond  Crystal  is 
currently  unable  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  OAC  3745-17-07  pertaining 
to  visible  emissions,  no  data  would  be 
produced  which  is  not  already  known,  and 
therefore,  no  purpose  would  be  served. 

&  The  Director’s  determination  to  issue  file 
Orders  set  forth  below  is  based  upon  his 
consideration  of  rriiable,  probative  and 


substantial  evidence  rriating  to  the  technical 
feasibility  and  economic  reasonableness  of 
compiliance  with  such  Orders,  and  their 
relation  to  benefits  to  the  people  of  the  State 
to  be  derived  from  such  compliance. 

Orders 

Whereupon,  after  due  consideration  of  the 
above  Findings  of  FacL  the  Director  hereby 
issues  the  following  Orders  pursuant  to 
Section  3704.03  (S)  and  (1)  and  3704i)31  of  the 
Ohio  Revised  Code  in  accordance  with 
Section  113(d)  of  the  Clean  Air  AcL  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  740L  et  seq.,  which  will 
not  take  effect  until  the  Administrator  of  the 
United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  has  approved  their  issuance  imder 
the  Clean  Air  Act 

1.  Diamond  Crystal  shall  bring  sources 
BOOl,  B002,  B0(»,  and  B004,  located  at  2065 
Manchester  Road,  Akron,  Ohio  44314,  into 
final  compliance  witii  OAC  3745-17-07  and 
OAC  3745-17-10  by  installation  of  a 
baghouse  system  no  later  than  July  1, 1979. 

2.  Compliance  with  Order  1  above  shall  be 
achieved  by  Diamond  Crystal  in  accordance 
with  the  following  schedule  on,  or  before,  the 
dates  specified: 

Submit  final  control  plans.  January  22, 1979. 

'Purchase  orders  issued.  February  26, 1979. 

Begin  oonstruction.  March  19, 1979. 

Complete  oonstructkm.  June  11, 1979. 

Testing  of  equipment  (if  determined 
necessary  by  the  Akron  Regional  Air 
Pollution  Control  Agency).  June  25, 1979. 

Achievement  of  final  compliance  witii 
OAC  3745-17-07  and  OAC  3745-17-10.  July  1, 
1979. 

3.  Pending  achievement  of  compfiance  wifii 
Order  1  above.  Diamond  Crystal  shall  comply 
with  the  following  interim  requirements 
whidi  are  detemtined  to  be  reasonable 

to  be  the  best  practicable  system  of  emission 
reduction,  and  which  are  necessary  to  ensure 
compliance  with  OAC  3745-17-07  and  OAC 
3745-17-10  insofar  as  Diamond  Crystal  is 
able  to  comply  with  them  during  the  period 
this  Order  is  in  effect  in  accordance  with 
Section  113(d)(7)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as 
amended.  Such  interim  requirements  shall 
include; 

a.  Diamond  Crystal  shall  immediately  use 
coal  witii  an  analysis  cS  less  tiian  or  equal  to 
15.0  percent  ash,  less  than  or  equal  to  60 
percent  sulfur,  ^ater  than  or  equal  to  11,500 
BTU  per  pound  of  coal  as  is,  in  (^er  to 
minimize  emissions  from  BOOl,  B002, 6003, 
and  B004. 

b.  Diamond  Crystal  shall  immediately 
institute  a  regular  maintenance  program  to 
minimize  emissions  from  BOOl,  B002,  B003, 
andB004. 

4.  Within  five  (5)  days  after  the  schedided 
achievement  date  of  eax^  of  the  increments 
of  progress  specified  in  the  compliance 
schedule  in  Order  2  cd»ve.  Diamond  Crystal 
shall  submit  a  progress  report  to  the  Aki^ 
Regtonal  Air  Pollution  Control  Agency.  The 
person  submitting  these  reports  riaall  certify 
whether  eacdi  increment  of  piqgress  has  been 
achieved  and  the  date  it  was  achieved.  Raid 
reports  shall  include  a  summary  of  Diamond 
Crystal's  status  of  compliance  with  the 
interim  requirements  q)ecified  in  Order  3 
above. 
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5.  If  determined  necessary  by  the  Akron 
Regional  Air  Pollution  Control  Agency. 
Diamond  Crystal  shall  conduct  emission  tests 
on  BOOl.  B002.  B003,  and  B004  to  verify 
compliance  with  Order  1  above.  Such  tests 
shall  be  conducted  no  later  than  the  date 
specified  in  the  compliance  schedule  in  Order 
2  above  in  accordance  with  procedures 
approved  by  the  Director.  Written 
notification  of  intent  to  test  shall  be  provided 
to  the  Akron  Regional  Air  Pollution  Conbol 
Agency  thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  the  testing 
date.  Test  results  shall  1m  submitted  to  the 
Alovn  Regional  Air  Pollution  Control  Agency 
by  July  31. 1979. 

6.  Diamond  Crystal  is  hereby  notified  that 
unless  it  is  exempted  under  Section  120(a)(2) 
(B)  or  (C)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  as  amended, 
failure  to  achieve  final  complicuice  with 
Order  1  above  by  July  1. 1979.  may. 
depending  on  the  applicability  of  Section  120. 
result  in  a  requirement  to  pay  a 
noncompliance  penalty  under  Section  120  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act.  as  amended. 

These  Orders  will  not  take  effect  until  the 
Administrator  of  the  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  has 
approved  their  issuance  under  the  Clean  Air 
AcL 

Dated:  April  25. 1979. 
lames  F.  McAvoy. 

Director,  Environmental  Protection. 

Waiver 

The  Diamond  Crystal  Salt  Company  agrees 
that  the  attached  Findings  and  Oilers  are. 
lawful  and  reasonable  and  agrees  to  comply 
with  the  attached  Orders.  The  Diamond 
Crystal  Salt  Company  hereby  waives  the 
ri^t  to  appeal  the  issuance  or  terms  of  the 
attached  Findings  and  Orders  to  the 
Environmental  Board  of  Review,  and  it 
hereby  waives  any  and  all  rights  it  might 
have  to  seek  fudicial  review  of  said  Findings 
and  Orders  either  in  law  or  equity.  The 
Diamond  Crystal  Salt  Company  also  waives 
any  and  all  rights  it  might  have  to  seek 
judicial  review  of  any  approval  by  U.S.  EPA 
of  the  attached  Findings  and  Orders  or  to 
seek  a  stay  of  enforcement  of  said  Findings 
and  Orders  in  connection  with  any  judicial 
review  of  Ohio’s  air  implementation  plan  or 
portion  thereof. 

Dated:  February  15. 1979. 

N. ).  Galecki. 

Plant  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19555  Filed  B-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6SS0-01-M 


[40  CFR  Parts  66  and  67] 

[FRL  1254-6] 

\ 

Assessment  and  Collection  of 
Noncompliance  Penalties;  Extension 
of  Comment  Period 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Extension  of  Public  Comment 
Period. 


summary:  On  March  21, 1979.  EPA 
proposed  regulations  providing  for  the 
assessment  and  collection  of 
noncompliance  penalties  under  Section 
120  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (44  FR  17309). 

In  this  proposal  EPA  provided  a  90>day 
public  comment  period  and  stated  that 
all  comments  had  to  have  been  received 
on  or  before  June  19, 1979.  in  order  to  be 
considered  in  the  final  rulemaking. 
Subsequently,  on  June  15.  EPA  proposed 
two  minor  amendments  to  its  original 
proposal,  and  provided  the  public  with 
30  days  in  which  to  comment  on  these 
two  issues  (44  FR  34524). 

EPA  has  received  numerous  requests 
to  permit  the  public  additional  time  in 
which  to  comment  on  the  March  21. 
Federal  Register  proposal.  EPA  has 
considered  these  requests  carefully,  and 
has  decided  that  an  extension  of  time 
until  July  3, 1979,  is  warranted.  Because 
of  the  strict  deadlines  imposed  by  the 
Act,  however,  no  further  extension  of 
the  public  comment  period  will  be 
gramted. 

The  extension  of  time  announced 
today  in  no  way  affects  the  separate 
comment  period  provided  for  in  EPA’s 
proposal  of  June  15.  Again,  comments  on 
the  June  15  proposal  may  be  submitted 
until  July  1^  1979.  These  comments  must 
be  limited  to  the  two  issues  discussed 
therein.  However,  comments  on  any 
other  aspect  of  EPA’s  proposed 
rulemaking  of  March  21,  now  will  be 
considered  if  they  are  postmarked  or 
received  on  or  before  July  3, 1979. 
date:  Comments  by  July  3, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Questions  or  comments  on 
this  proposal  should  be  directed  to  the 
Director,  Division  of  Stationary  Source 
Enforcement  EN-341.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  401 M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  Homiak,  Attorney-Advisor, 
Division  of  Stationary  Source 
Enforcement,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (202)  755-2581. 

Marvin  Duming, 

Assistant  Admininstrator  for  Enforcement. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19617  Rled  6-21-79;  6:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6S60-01-M 


[40  CFR  Part  100] 

[FRL  1255-8] 

Judicial  Review  Under  Clean  Water 
Act;  Races  to  the  Courthouse 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Supplement  to  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking. 


summary:  On  June  4, 1979.  EPA 
proposed  a  rule  under  the  Clean  Water- 
Act  to  provide  greater  fairness  in  “races 
to  the  courthouse.”  EPA  is  today  raising 
an  additional  issue  for  public  comment. 

date:  The  public  comment  period  on  the 
proposed  racing  rule  ends  on  August  3, 
1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  G.  Stoll,  Jr.,  Office  of  General 
Counsel  (A-131),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  401 M  Street  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202)  755-0760. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 
proposed  a  “race  to  the  courthouse” 
regulation  under  the  Clean  Water  Act  on 
June  4. 1979  at  44  FR  32006.  EPA’s 
proposal  was  that  a  nationally-  ^ 
applicable  rule  would  generally  be 
considered  issued  for  piuposes  of 
judicial  review  at  1  p.m.,  eastern  time, 
one  week  after  the  rule’s  publication  in 
the  Federal  Reg^er. 

In  support  of  its  proposal,  EPA  stated 
that  “mail  delivery  of  the  Federal 
Register  is  a  day  or  two  later  in  other 
parts  of  the  country  [outside 
Washington,  D.C.].’’  EPA  said  the  one- 
week  rule  would  assure  that  “interested 
parties  in  all  parts  of  the  country  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  be  made  fully 
aware  of  Ae  contents  of  EPA’s  rule.”  44 
FR  32007. 

EPA  has  recently  received,  however,  a 
letter  from  a  group  in  Bellevue. 
Washington^  which  questions  EPA’s 
assumptions.  (Letter  appears  below). 
The  group  asserts  that  its  Federal 
Register  mail  delivery  is  typically  seven 
to  ten  days  later  than  the  publication 
date.  Federal  Register  personnel  have 
confirmed  to  EPA  that  delays  of  this 
magnitude  are  common  in  many  parts  of 
the  country. 

Accordingly,  EPA  hereby  requests 
those  commenting  on  the  June  4  racing 
proposal  to  consider  the  possibility  of  a 
longer  period  before  a  race  is  triggered. 
EPA  would  appreciate  comments  as  to 
what  the  appropriate  waiting  period 
should  be. 

Dated:  June  19, 1979. 

Joan  Z.  Bernstein, 

General  Counsel. 

Northwest  Pulp  ft  Paper  Association 
June  13, 1979 

Richard  G.  Stoll,  Jr.,  Office  of  General 
Counsel  (A-131),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401 M  Street,  SW.  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

Re:  Judicial  review  under  Clean  Water  Act: 
Races  to  the  courthouse  (44  FR  32006,  June 
4, 1979). 

Dear  Mr.  Stoll:  These  comments  were 
submitted  on  behalf  of  the  Northwest  Pulp 
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and  Paper  Association  (NWPPA)  and  the 
eleven  pulp  and  paper  compaides  which  it 
represents  In  tiie  states  of  Alaska,  Oregon 
and  Washington,  The  NWPPA  is  a  small 
environmental  trade  association  whidi  is 
designed  to  meet  the  technical,  legislative 
and  public  information  needs  of  our  member 
companies  in  r^ard  to  regional  issues.  As 
such,  the  NWPPA  is  rarely  involved  in 
rulemaking  at  the  national  level  and  is  even 
more  raraif  involved  in  litigation.  However, 
the  NWPPA  does  monitor  proposed 
regulations  as  they  appear  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  would  l^e  to  express  some 
reservations  in  regard  to  the  above 
referenced  regulations. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  reguUtimis  is 
to  establi^  the  time  of  issuance  for  EPA 
regulations  which  are  reviewable  under 
Section  509(b)  ot  the  Clean  Water  Act  The 
proposed  rule  would  establish  that  final 
regulations  are  "issued”  at  14)0  pm  eastern 
time  on  tiie  date  whidi  is  one  week  after 
publication  in  tiie  Federal  Renter.  The 
badcgroirad  information  in  the  Federal 
Registar  states  tiiat  this  time  period  should  be 
adequate  since  mail  deliwary  of  the  Federal 
Register  is  a  day  or  two  later  in  other  parts  of 
the  country. 

We  woidd  lijce  to  point  out  that  mail 
delivery  of  the  Federal  RegM^r  does  not 
occur  a  day  or  two  later  in  other  parts  of  tiie 
country.  Mafl  delivery  is  typically  seven  to 
ten  days  later.  Fm  example,  the  presently 
proposed  rule  was  published  in  &e  June  4 
Federal  Register;  however  we  did  not  receive 
that  issue  until  June  12. 

We  are  also  concerned  that  the  assumption 
that  Federal  Registers  arrive  in  all  parts  of 
the  nation  witiiin  a  day  or  two  will  influence 
the  amount  of  time  allowed  by  EPA  and  other 
federal  agencies  for  responding  to  other  types 
of  filing  and  informational  requirements.  For 
example,  the  U.&  Department  of  Energy 
published  a  Federal  Register  notice  on 
January  8, 1979  (44  FR 1770)  which  required 
certain  corporations,  including  those  which 
produce  paper  and  allied  products,  to  file 
information  on  energy  consumption  by 
January  29, 1979.  NWPPA  received  that 
Federal  Register  notice  on  January  19,  which 
left  us  very  little  time  to  inform  our  members 
of  the  requirement  and  for  our  members  to 
respond. 

Again,  our  comments  are  limited  to  those 
situations  where  the  time  allowed  to  respond 
to  a  federal  agency  requiement  is  based  on 
the  assumption  that  Federal  Registers  arrive 
in  all  parts  of  the  nation  within  a  day  or  two. 
Otherwise  the  time  typically  allowed  for 
notice  and  comment  in  the  rulemaking 
process  is  adequate  to  compensate  for 
vagaries  in  the  postal  service. 

Tliank  you  for  your  consideration  in  this 
matter. 

Sincerely, 

A.  Llewellyn  Matthews. 

GovemmentaJ  Affairs  Coordinator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19654  FHed  e-«-79;  8:45  am] 
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Federal  Raster 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  docunnents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  commitlee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  Ming  of  p^itiorts  and 
applications  and' agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

Child  Nutrition  Program;  Income 
Poverty  Guidelines  for  Determining 
Eligibin^  for  Free  and  Reduced-Price 
Meals  and  Free  Milk 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-18529  appearing  at  page 
34618  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  June  15. 
1979,  make  the  following  corrections: 

(1)  On  page  34618,  in  the  middle 
column,  in  the  Hrst  paragraph  of  the 
document,  in  the  10th  line,  the  citation 
“(7  CFR  Part  220)”  should  be  corrected 
to  read  “(7  CFR  Part  210)’’. 

(2)  On  page  34618,  in  the  middle 
column,  in  Ae  first  paragraph  of  the 
document,  in  Ae  10th  line,  insert 
“School  Avakfast  Pn^am  (7  CFR  Part 
220)”  between  Ae  corrected  citation  “(7 
CFR  Part  210)”  and  Ae  words  “Child 
Care”. 

BUUNO  CODE  1S0S41-U 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Arkansas  Electric  Cooperative  Corp., 
Little  Rock,  Ark.;  Proposed  Loan 
Guarantee 

tinder  the  auAority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  StaL  65)  and  in  conformance  wiA 
applicable  agency  policies  and 
procedures  as  set  forA  in  REA  Bulletin 
20-22  (Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Bulk 
Power  Supply  Facilities),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  tlm  Administrator  of 
REA  will  consider  providing  a  guarantee 
supported  by  the  full  falA  and  ere  At  of 
the  United  States  of  America  for  a  loan 
m  the  approximate  amount  of 
$321,000,000,  to  Arkansas  Electric 
Cooperative  Corporation,  of  Little  Rock, 
Arkansas.  “These  loan  funds  will  be  used 
to  finance  a  35  percent  ownership 
interest  in  Arkansas  Power  and  Light 
Company’s  Independence  Power  Plant 
Units  1  and  2  (two  700  MW  (net)  coal 
fired  units). 


Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding  and 
servicing  Ae  loan  proposed  to  be 
guaranteed  may  obtain  information  on 
the  proposed  project,  including  Ae 
engineering  and  economic  feasibility 
studies  and  the  proposed  schedule  for 
the  advances  to  Ae  borrower  of  Ae 
guaranteed  loans  funds  from  Mr.  Harry 
L  Oswald.  Manager,  Arkansas  Electric 
Cooperative  Corporation.  P.O.  Box  9469. 
Little  Rock,  Arkansas  72219. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  July  23, 
1979  to  Mr.  Oswald.  ’The  right  is 
reserved  to  give  such  consideration  and 
make  such  evaluation  or  oAer 
disposition  of  all  proposals  received,  as 
Arkansas  Electric  Cooperative 
Corporation  and  REA  deem  appropriate. 
Prospective  lenders  are  advised  Aat  the 
guaranteed  financing  for  this  project  is 
available  from  Ae  Federal  Financing 
Bank  under  a  standing  agreement  with 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletm  20-22  are 
available  from  Ae  Director,  Information 
Services  Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  13th  day  of 
june.  1979. 

)oseph  Vellone, 

Acting  Administrator,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19247  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am| 

8ILUNG  CODE  34104-1S-M 

Cooperative'Power  Association, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Proposed  Loan 
Guarantee 

Under  the  auAority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
applicable  agency  policies  and 
procedures  as  set  forA  m  REA  Bulletin 
20-22  (Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Bulk 
Power  Supply  Facilities),  notices  is 
hereby  given  that  Ae  Administrator  of 
REA  will  consider  (a)  providing  a 
guarantee  supported  by  Ae  full  faiA  and 
credit  of  the  United  States  of  America 
for  a  loan  in  the  approximate  amount  of 
$20,775,000  to  Cooperative  Power 
Association  of  Minneapolis,  Minnesota, 
and  (b)  supplementmg  such  a  loan  with 
an  insured  REA  loan  at  5  percent 
interest  in  Ae  approximate  amount  of 
$9,000,000  to  this  cooperative.  These 
loans  will  be  used  to  finance  a  project 
consisting  of  228  miles  of  transmission 
line  and  related  facilities  and  general 
system  improvements. 


Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holAng,  and 
servicing  Ae  loan  proposed  to  be 
guaranteed  may  obtain  {nformation  on 
the  proposed  projecL  inchiding  the  . 
enineering  and  economic  feasibility 
studies  and  the  proposed  schedule  for 
the  advances  to  the  borrower  of  the 
guaranteed  loan  funds  from  Mr.  T.  V. 
Lennick,  Manager,  Cooperative  Power 
Association,  3316  West  66th  Street. 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55435. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  July  23, 
1979  to  Mr.  Lennick.  ’The  right  is 
reserved  to  give  such  consideration  and  ... 
make  such  evaluation  or  oAer 
disposition  .of  all  proposals  received,  as 
Cooperative  Power  and  REA  deem 
appropriate.  Prospective  lenders  are 
advised  Aat  Ae  guaranteed  financing 
for  Ais  project  is  available  from  the 
Federal  Financing  Bank  under  a 
standing  agreement  wiA  Ae  Rural 
Electrification  Administation. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  20-22  are 
available  from  Ae  Director,  Information 
Services  Division  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C..  this  13th  day  of 
|une,  1979. 
losepb  Vellone, 

Acting  Administrator.  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19248  Filed  8-21-7tfc  *45  aa| 

BlUING  CODE  3410-1S-M 

Com  Belt  Power  Cooperative 
Humboldt,  Iowa;  Proposed  Loan 
Guarantee 

0  Under  Ae  auAority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  wiA 
applicable  agency  policies  and 
procedures  as  set  forA  in  REA  Bulletin 
20-22  (Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Bulk 
Power  Supply  Facilities),  notice  is 
hereby  given  Aat  Ae  Administrator  of 
REA  will  (a)  consider  providing  a 
guarantee  supported  by  Ae  full  faiA  and 
credit  of  Ae  United  States  of  America 
for  a  loan  m  Ae  approximate  amount  of 
$10,782,000  to  Com  Belt  Power 
Cooperative  of  Humboldt,  Iowa,  and  (b) 
supplementing  such  a  loan  wiA  an 
insured  REA  loan  at  5  percent  interest  in 
Ae  approximate  amount  of  $3,379,000  to 
this  cooperative.  These  loans  will  be 
used  to  finance  Ae  constructioa  of  193 
miles  of  transmission  line  and  related 
facilities  and  general  system 
improvements. 
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Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding,  and 
servicing  the  loan  proposed  to  be 
guaranteed  may  obtain  engineering  and 
economic  information  on  the  proposed 
project  including  the  proposed  schedule 
for  loan  advances  to  Com  Belt  and 
projected  financial  forecast  data  relating 
to  Com  Belt’s  operations  from  Mr. 
George  W.  Toyne,  Manager,  Com  Belt 
Power  Cooperative,  P.O.  Box  508, 
Humboldt,  Iowa  50548. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  July  23, 
1979  to  Mr.  Toyne.  The  right  is  reserved 
to  give  such  consideration  and  make 
such  evaluation  or  other  disposition  of 
all  proposals  received,  as  Com  Belt  and 
REA  deem  appropriate.  Prospective 
lenders  are  advised  that  the  guaranteed 
financing  for  this  project  is  available 
from  the  Federal  Financing  Bank  under 
a  standing  agreement  with  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  20-22  are 
available  fi'om  the  Director,  Information 
Services  Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  13th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Joseph  Vellone, 

Acting  Administrator,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

pit  Doc.  79-18248  Filed  S-21-79;  B:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3410-1S-M 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Applications  for  Certificates  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  and 
Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permits  Filed  Under 
Subpart  Q  of  the  Board’s  Procedural 
Regulation 

Notice  is.hereby  given  that,  during  the 
week  ended  CAB  has  received  the 
applications  listed  below,  which  request 
the  issuance,  amendment,  or  renewal  of 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  or  foreign  air  carrier  permits  ^ 
under  Subpart  Q  of  14  CFR  302. 

Answers  to  foreign  permit 
applications  are  due  28  days  after  the 
application  is  filed.  Answers  to 
certificate  applications  requesting 
restriction  removal  are  due  within  14 
days  of  the  filing  of  the  application. 
Answers  to  conforming  applications  in  a 
restriction  removal  proceeding  €u«  due 
28  days  after  the  filing  of  the  original 
application.  Answers  to  certificate 
applications  (other  than  restriction 
removals)  are  due  28  days  after  the 
filing  of  the  applicaiton.  Answers  to 
conforming  applications  or  those  filed  in 
conjunction  with  a  motion  to  modify 
scope  are  due  within  42  days  after  after 
the  original  applicaiton  was  filed.  If  you 
are  in  doubt  as  to  the  type  of  application 


which  has  been  filed,  contact  the 
applicant,  the  Bureau  of  Pricing  and 
Domestic  Aviation  (in  interstate  and 


Date  filed  Docket  No. 

June  11. 1979 _ _ _  35802 


June  15. 1979 . . .  35597 


June  15. 1979  .  35598 


June  15. 1979 . . .  35599 


June  15. 1979 .  35600 


June  15. 1979 . . .  35601 


June  15. 1979 _ _  35602 


PhyQUT.Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19540  Filed  8-21-79;  8:45  ami 
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overseas  cases)  or  the  Bureau  of 
International  Aviation  (in  foreign  air 
transportation  cases). 


Description 


HoHand  Amerika  L4a  N.V.,  c/o  Mark  Pestronk.  Esq.,  Boros  8 
Qarotak).  P.C.,  1120  Connecticut  Avenue.  N.W.,  Suite  460, 
Bender  Building.  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 

Application  of  HoHand  Amerika  Uin.  N.V.  requests  the  Board 
pursuant  to  Section  402  of  the  Act  lor  approval  of  Ore 
transfer  to  HoHand  Amerika  U|a  N.V.  of  the  foreign  air 
diract  carrier  permit  issued  to  HoHand-Amerika  Ujn.  N.V. 
Ansuvers  due  on  July  9. 1979.  < 

National  Airlines.  In^  P.O.  Box  592055.  Airport  Mail  Facility. 
Miami.  Florida  33159. 

Revised  Application  of  Nalionai  Akfines.  Inc.  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  401  of  the  Act  lor  a  oertHicats  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  H  to  engage  in  nonstop  sched¬ 
uled  air  transportation  of  persons,  property,  and  mail  on  a 
permissive  basis  in  the  foRotring  markets:  (Pursuant  to 
Order  79-6-6) 

Between  the  terminal  point  Las  Vegas.  Nevada,  and 
the  terminal  point  New  York  (JFK).  New  York. 

Answers  due  July  12. 1979. 

National  Airlines.  Inc..  P.O.  Box  592055.  Airport  Mail  Facility. 
Miami,  Florida  33159. 

Revised  Application  of  National  Airlines,  Inc.  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  401  of  the  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  it  to  engage  in  nonstop  sched¬ 
uled  air  trarrsportation  of  persona,  property,  and  maH  on  a 
permissive  basis  in  the  following  markets:  (Rejected  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Order  79-6-6) 

Between  the  terminal  point  OaHas/Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
and  the  terminal  point  Los  Angeles,  CaNI.  • 

Answers  due  July  12. 1979. 

National  Airlines,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  592055,  Airport  Mail  Facility. 
Mianx,  Florida  331 M. 

Revised  Application  of  National  AMnes,  Inc.  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  401  of  the  Act  lor  a  certificate  of  pu^  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  H  to  engage  in  nonstop  sched¬ 
uled  air  transportation  of  persotis,  property^  atxl  maH  on  a 
permissive  basis  in  the  foflowing  markets:  (Rejected  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Order  79-6-6) 

"Between  the  terminal  point  Atouquerque,  ,New 
Mexico,  and  the  terminal  poim  Las  Vegas,  NewKta. 

Between  the  termtoal  point  ARxrquarque,  New  Mexico, 
and  the  terminal  point  Los  Angeles,  Cafifomia. 

Between  the  terminal  point  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico, 
and  the  terminal  point  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.” 

Answers  due  July  12, 1979. 

National  Airlines,  toe.,  P.O.  Box  592055,  Airport  MaH  FacHity. 
MiamL  Florida  33159. 

Revised  Application  of  Nafiortal  AMnes,  Inc.  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  401  of  the  Act  lor  a  certHicate  of  pubfic  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  R  to  engage  in  nonstop  sched¬ 
uled  ak  transportation  of  persons,  property,  and  maH  on  a 
permissive  basis  in  the  foHowtog  markets:  (Rejected  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Order  79-6-6) 

Between  the  terminal  point  Memphis.  Tennessee,  and 
the  terminal  point  Denver,  Colorado. 

Between  the  terminal  potot  Memphis,  Tennessee,  and 
the  terminal  point  Houston,  Texas. 

Answers  due  July  12, 1979. 

National  AMnes,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  592055,  Airport  MaH  Facility. 
MiamL  Florida  33159. 

Revised  AppHcation  of  National  AMnes,  Inc.  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  401  of  the  Act  (or  a  certificate  of  pubfic  corwenierx^e 
and  necessity  authorizing  H  to  engage  in  nonstop  sched¬ 
uled  air  transportation  of  persona,  property,  and  maH  on  a 
parmissivo  basis  to  Sie  foHowtog  markets:  (Rejected  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Order  79-6-6) 

Between  the  terminal  points  Dafias/Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
and  the  terminal  point  Phoenix,  Artz. 

Answers  due  July  12, 1979. 

National  AMnes,  Inc..  P.O.  Boa  592055,  Airport  MaH  FacHity. 
MiantL  Florida  33159. 

Revised  Applicaiton  of  National  AMnes,  toa  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  401  of  the  Act  lor  a  cerHBcate  of  pubfic  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  H  to  engage  In  nonstop  sched¬ 
uled  air  transportation  of  persona,  property,  arxi  maH  on  a 
permissive  basis  in  the  loftowtng  markets:  (Rejected  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Order  79-6-6) 

Between  the  terminal  point  Hotxilulu,  ItawaH.  and  the 
terminal  poM  San  Dtego,  OaRf. 

Between  Ste  terminal  potot  Danvw,  Colo.,  and  the  ter¬ 
minal  potot  HorioiiHu,  Hawal. 

Answers  due  July  12, 1979. 


Subpart  Q  Applications 
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(Order  79-6-1011 

Nonstop  Authority  Between 
Philadelphia  and  Los  Angeles,  Ontario, 
Long  Beach,  San  Francisco,  Oakland, 
San  Jose,  Las  Vegas,  and  Reno 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  Order  79-6-101. _ 

SUMMIARY:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
grant  nonstop  authority  between 
Philadelphia,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Los 
Angeles,  Ontario,  Long  Beach,  San 
Francisto,  Oakland,  San  Jose,  Las  Vegas 
and  Reno,  on  the  other  and  among  the 
last  eight  points,  to  Evergreen  and  Ozark 
and  any  other  fit  willing  and  able 
applicant  whose  fitness  can  be 
established  by  officially  noticeable  data, 
the  complete  text  of  this  order  is 
available  as  noted  below. 
dates:  Objections:  All  interested 
persons  having  objections  to  the  Board 
issuing  the  proposed  authority  shall  file, 
and  serve  upon  all  persons  listed  below, 
no  later  than  July  1979,  a  statement 
of  objections,  together  with  a  summary 
of  the  testimony,  statistical  data,  and 
other  material  expected  to  be  relied 
upon  to  support  the  stated  objections. 

Additional  Data:  All  existing  and 
would-be  applicants  who  have  not  filed 
(a)  illustrative  service  proposals,  (b] 
environmental  evahiations,  and  (c)  an 
estimate  of  fuel  to  be  consumed  in  the 
first  year  are  directed  to  do  so  no  later 
than  July  5. 1979. 

addresses:  Objections  or  Additional 
Data  should  be  filed  in  Docket  35651, 
Docket  Section,  Qvil  Aeronautics 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATiON  CONTACT: 

Steve  Faibman,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Ave.,  Washington,  D.C., 
20428,  (202)  673-5642. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Objections  should  be  served  upon  the 
following  persons:  Ozark.  Evergreen, 
American,  the  Philadelphia  parties  and 
the  Las  Vegas  parties. 

The  complete  text  of  Order  79-6-101 
is  available  from  our  Distribution 
Section,  Room  516, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C 
Persons  outside  the  metropolitan  area 
may  send  a  postcard  request  for  Order 
79-6-101  to  the  Distribution  Section. 


Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  *  ' 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  june  14. 
1979. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19538  Filed  8-Z1-79;  8:<i^ain] 

BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


(Order  79-6-106;  Docket  358S2] 

Service  to  Ontario;  Show-Cause 
Proceeding 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Order  79-6-106 
(Service  to  Ontario  Show-Cause 
Proceeding),  Docket  35852. 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  instituting  a 
show-cause  proceeding  to  award 
authority  to  serve  Ontario,  California 
from  any  domestic  or  overseas  point  to 
any  fiL  willing  and  able  applicant  whose 
fitness  can  be  established  by  officially 
noticeable  data.  Hie  complete  text  of 
this  order  is  available  as  noted  below. 
OATES:  Objections:  All  interested 
persons  having  objections  to  the  Board 
issuing  the  proposed  authority  shall  file 
and  serve  upon  all  parties  listed  below 
no  later  than  August  3, 1979,  a  statement 
of  objections,  together  with  a  summary 
of  testimony,  statistical  data,  and  other 
material  expected  to  be  relied  upon  to 
support  the  stated  objections. 

Additional  Data:  All  would-be 
applicants  who  have  not  filed  (a) 
illustrative  service  proposals,  (b) 
environmental  evaluations,  and  (c)  an 
estimate  fuel  to  be  consumed  in  the 
first  year  are  cfirected  to  do  so  no  later 
than  July  10, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Objections  or  Additional 
Data  should  be  filed  in  Docket  35852. 
Docket  Section,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jacob  Goldberg,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
A’/iation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washingtoa 
D.C.  20428,  (202)  673-6067. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Objections  should  be  served  upon  the 
Governor.  State  of  California,  Cahfomia 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  Mayor,  City 
of  Los  Angeles,  and  Mayor,  City  of 
Ontario,  California. 

The  complete  text  of  Order  79-6-106 
is  available  from  our  Distribution 
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Section  Room  516, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washingtoa  D.C. 
Persons  outside  the  metropolitan  area 
may  send  a  postcard  request  for  Order 
79-6-106  to  the  Distribution  Sectioa 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washington, 
D.C  20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronaotics  Board;  )une  15, 
1979 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  79-19539  Filed  8-21-79;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Louisiana  Advisory  Committee; 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Louisiana 
Advisory  Comsiittee  (SAC)  of  the 
Commission  will  convene  at  10:00  a.m. 
and  will  end  at  2:00  p.m.  on  July  20, 1979, 
at  the  Capitol  House,  Room  #1021,  201 
Lafayette  Street,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana 
70801. 

Persons  whishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Southwestern 
Regional  Office  of  the  Commission, 
Heritage  Plaza,  418  South  Main.  San 
Antonio,  Texas  78204. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  plan 
and  followup  on  the  Block  Grant 
hearing. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  19, 1979. 
john  L  Binkley, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19464  Fllwl  S-21-79: 8:46  am) 

BI  LUNG  CODE  633S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Industry  and  TradR  Administration 

List  of  Names  and  Addreaacs  of  Bona 
Fids  Motor-Vehicie  Manufacturers 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
Industry  and  Trade  Administration, 
Bureau  of  Domestic  Business 
Development ' 
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action:  List  of  Names  and  Addresses  of 
Bona  Fide  Motor- Vehicle 
Manufacturers. 


summary:  In  accordance  with  headnote 
2  to  Subpart  B,  Part  6,  Schedule  6  of  the 
Revised  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States  (19  U.S.C.  1202)  and  15  CFR  Part 
315  (39  FR  2080;  January  18. 1974),  the 
following  is  a  list  of  the  names  and 
addresses  of  bona  fide  motor-vehicle 
manufacturers,  as  determined  by  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Domestic 
Business  Development,  Department  of 
Commerce,  and  the  effective  date  for 
each  such  determination.  Each 
determination  shall  be  effective  for  the 
12-month  period  beginning  on  the 
determination  date  shown  following  the 
name  and  address  of  each  manufacturer. 
From  time  to  time  this  list  will  be 
revised,  as  may  be  appropriate,  to 
reflect  additions,  deletions,  or  other 
necessary  changes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  1. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  C.  Meehan,  Commodity 
Industry  Specialist,  Transportation 
Equipment  Program,  377-4817. 

U.S.  Bona  Hde  Motor  Vehicle 
Manufacturers  List,  May  1, 1979,  With 
Date  of  Certification 

Adams  International  Truck  Co.,  Inc.,  116 
Carroll  Street,  P.O.  Box  1556,  Thomasville, 
Georgia  31792,  January  18, 1979. 

Adolph  Truck  Equipment,  Inc.,  1701  Fairfax 
Trfwy.,  Kansas  City,  Kansas  66115,  January 

1. 1979. 

Allentown  Brake  &  Wheel  Service,  Inc.,  R.D. 

3,  P.O.  Box  2088,  Allentown,  Pennsylvania 
18001,  October  19, 1978. 

Allied  Truck  Equipment,  4524  Clyde  Park 
Avenue,  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan  45909, 
January  1, 1979. 

American  La  France,  Div.  of  A-T-O,  Inc.,  100 
East  La  France  Street,  Elmira,  New  York 
14902,  July  8, 1978. 

American  Motors  Corporation,  27777  Franklin 
Road,  Southfield,  Michigan  48034,  January 

1. 1979. 

American  Trailer,  Inc.,  1500  Exchange 
Avenue,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  73126, 
January  1. 1979. 

American  Trailer  Service.  Inc.,  2814  North 
Cleveland  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota 
55113,  January  18, 1979. 

AM  General  Corporation,  14250  Plymouth 
Road,  Detroit,  Michigan  48232,  April  1, 

1979. 

Amthor's  Welding  Service,  Inc.,  307  State 
Route  52  East,  Walden,  New  York  12586, 
July  9, 1978. 

Harold  G.  Anderson  Equip.  Corp.,  One 
Anderson  Drive,  Albany,  New  York  12205, 
October  4, 1978. 

Antietam  Equipment  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
91,  Hagerstown,  Maryland  21740,  January  1, 
1979. 


Artie  Enterprises,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  635,  Thief 
River  Falls,  Minnesota  86701,  August  1, 

1978. 

Arkansas  Trailer  Mfg.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  4056, 
Asher  Ave.  Station,  32nd  &  Elm  Street, 

Little  Rock,  Arksansas  72204,  January  1, 

1979. 

Arrow  Trailer  ft  Equipment  Co.,  140  North 
Dirksen  Parkway,  Springfield,  Illinois 
62702,  April  1. 1979. 

Ateco  Equipment,  Inc.,  1241  Rodi  Road,  Turtle 
Creek,  Pennsylvania  15145,  April  1, 1979. 
ATTEX,  Inc.,  870  West  Main  Street.  East 
Palestine,  Ohio  44413,  August  1, 1978. 
Automated  Waste  Equipment  Co.,  Inc.,  328 
4th  Street,  Trenton,  New  Jersey  08638, 
September  1, 1978. 

Automotive  Service  Company,  111-113  North 
Waterloo,  Jackson,  Michigan  49204, 

January  18, 1979. 

B.E.C.  Truck  Equipment,  Inc.,  3209  Vestal 
Parkway  E.,  Vestal,  New  York  13850, 

March  6, 1979. 

Bethlehem  Fabricators,  Inc.,  1700  Riverside ' 
Drive,  P.O.  Box  70,  Bethlehem, 

Pennsylvania  18015,  January  20, 1979. 

Allan  U.  Bevier,  Inc.,  1201  Ridgely  Street 
Baltimore,  Maryland  21230,  April  1, 1979. 
Blue  Bird  Body  Company,  P.O.  Box  937,  Fort 
Valley,  Georgia  31030,  January  18, 1979. 
Boone  Heavy  Duty  Trailer,  Inc.,  Route  20 
(east).  Palmer,  Massachusetts  01069, 

January  1, 1979. 

Boyertown  Auto  Body  Works,  Inc., 

Boyertown,  Pennsylvania  19512,  September 
1, 1978. 

Brake  ft  Equipment  Co.,  Inc.,  1801  North 
Mayfair  Road,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin 
53226,  January  1, 1979. 

Brake  Service  ft  Parts,  Inc.,  170  Washington 
Street  Bangor,  Maine  04401,  January  18, 
1979. 

Bristol-Donald  Company,  Inc.,  Bristol-Donald 
Manufq^cturing  Corp.,  50  Roanoke  Avenue, 
Newark,  New  Jersey  07105,  January  1, 1979. 
Brown  Cargo  Van  Inc.,  807  East  29th  Street 
Lawrence,  Kansas  66044,  April  30, 1979. 

Bus  Andrews  Equipment  Sales  ft  Service, 

Inc.,  2828  E.  Kearney  Street  Springfield, 
Missouri  65803,  January  1, 1979. 

Bush  Hog  Loadcraft  P.O.  Box  431,  Brady. 

Texas  76825,  January  1, 1979. 

Caelter  Industries,  Inc.,  Purdy  Avenue,  * 
Watertown,  New  York  13601,  April  1, 1979. 
The  Carnegie  Body  Company,  9500  Brookpark 
Road,  Cleveland  Ohio  44129,  January  1, 
1979. 

Champion  Carriers.  Inc.,  2321  E.  Pioneer 
Drive,  Irving,  Texas  75061,  October  20, 

1978. 

Champion  Home  Builders  Company,  5573  E. 
North  Street  Dryden,  Michigan  48428, 
August  1, 1978. 

Checker  Motors  Corporation,  2016  N.  Pitcher 
Street.  Kalamazoo,  Michigan  49007, 

January  1, 1979. 

Cherry  Valley  Tank,  Div.,  Inc.,  75  Cantiague 
Road.  Westbury,  New  York  11590,  April  1, 

1979. 

Chrysler  Corporation,  CIMS  416-16-06, 
Chrysler  Center,  12000  Oakland  Avenue, 
Highland  Park,  Michigan  48288,  January  18, 
1979. 

B.  M.  Clark  Company,  Inc.,  Route  17,  P.O.  Box 
185,  Union,  Maine  04862,  January  14, 1979. 


D.  W.  Clark  Road  Equipment  Inc..  448  E. 
Brighton  Avenue,  Syracuse,  New  York 
13205,  May  1, 1978. 

Clark  Truck  Equipment  Company,  6821 
Academy  Parkway  West,  N.E.. 

Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87103,  January 

1, 1979. 

Fred  Clemett  and  Co.,  Inc.,  2020  Lemoyne 
Street  Syracuse,  New  York  13211,  July  1. 

1978. 

Commercial  Truck  ft  Trailer,  Inc.,  313  N.  State 
Street,  Girard,  Ohio  44420,  January  1, 1979. 
Consolidated  Utility  Equipment  Service,  Inc., 
Caldwell  Drive,  Amherst  New  Hampshire 
03031,  April  30, 1979. 

Cook  Body  Company,  3701  Ijarlee  Avenue, 
Charlotte.  North  Carolina  28208,  October 
22,1978. 

Correct  Manufacturing  Corp.,  London  Road 
Extension,  Delaware,  Ohio  43015,  July  1, 

1979. 

Cortez  Enterprises,  Inc.,  777  Stow  Street, 

Kent,  Ohio  44240,  February  1, 1979. 
Crenshaw  Corporation,  1700  Commerce 
Road,  Richmond,  Virginia  23224,  July  1. 

1978. 

Crown  Coach  Corporation,  2428  East  12th 
Street  Los  Angeles,  California  90021, 

March  20, 1979. 

Daleiden  Auto  body  ft  Mfg.  Corp.,  425  E.  Vine 
Street  Kalamazoo,  Michigan  49001, 

January  12, 1979. 

Darby  Equipment  Company,  P.O.  Box  5698. 

Longview,  Texas  76501,  January  1, 1979. 
Dealers  Truck  Equipment  Co..  Inc.,  2460 
Midway  Street  P.O.  Box  31435,  Shreveport, 
Louisiana  71130,  January  1, 1979. 

Dealers  Truckstell  Sales,  Inc.,  653  Beale 
Street,  P.O.  Box  502,  Memphis,  Tennessee 
38101,  January  1, 1979. 

Decker  Tank  Co.,  Div.  of  Chet  Decker  Auto 
Sales,  300  Lincoln  Avenue,  Hawthorne, 
New  Jersey  07506,  November  3, 1978. 

John  Deere  Horicon  Works  of  Deere  ft 
Company,  220  E.  Lake  Street  Horicon, 
Wisconsin  53032,  June  1, 1978. 

Downs  Clark,  P.O.  Drawer  1386,  Brownwood, 
Texas  76801,  January  19, 1979. 

Dunham  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
430  Minden,  Louisiana  71055,  January  1, 

1979. 

Duralite  Truck  Body  and  Container 
Corporation,  1300  Bush  Street  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21230,  December  31. 1979. 

Dutec,  Inc.,  60  Lumber  Street  Hopkinton, 
Massachusetts  01748,  January  15, 1979. 
Eastern  Tank  Corporation,  290  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  Paterson,  New  Jersey  07503, 
January  1, 1979. 

E^mann  Motor  ft  Equipment  Sales  Inc.,  1813 
W.  Beltline  Hwy.,  Madison,  Wisconsin 
53713,  January  1. 1979. 

Eight  Point  Trailer  Corporation,  6100  E. 
Washington  Blvd.,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90040,  January  18, 1979. 

Equipment  Industries,  100  Pavonia  Avenue, 
Jersey  City,  New  Jersey  07032,  January  1. 
1979. 

Equipment  Service,  Inc.,  40  Airport  Road, 
Hartford,  Connecticut  06114,  April  1. 1979. 
E.  ft  R.  Trailer  Sales,  Inc.,  RFD  #1,  Middle 
Point,  Ohio  45863,  January  1, 1979. 

E.  D.  Etnyre  and  Company,  200  Jefferson 
Street  Oregon,  Illinois  61061,  October  1, 
1978. 
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Euclid,  Inc.,  2221  St.  Clair  Avenue,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44117,  August  1, 1978. 

Ewell  Equipment  Company,  307  N. 

Timberland  Drive,  Lufkin,  Texas  75901, 
February  1, 1979. 

Excalibur  Automobile  Corporation,  1735 
South  106th  Street,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin 
53214,  May  22, 1979. 

Fasino's  Power  Brake  Inc.,  291  Jay  Street, 
Rochester,  New  York  14608,  January  1. 

1979. 

Fifth  Wheel,  Inc.,  Box  15706,  Tulsa, 

Oklahoma  74115,  January  1, 1979. 

Ford  Motor  Company,  The  American  Road, 
Dearborn,  Michigan  48121,  January  18, 

1979. 

F&P  Truck  &  Trailer  Equip.  Div.,  254-266 
Central  Avenue,  Newark,  New  Jersey 
07103,  October  12, 1978. 

FWD  Corporation,  150  East  12th  Street, 
Clintonville,  Wisconsin  54920,  January  1, 
1979. 

Peter  Garafano  &  Son,  Inc.,  264  Wabash 
Avenue,  Paterson,  New  Jersey  07503,  June 

4. 1978. 

Gamon  Truck  Equipment  Co..  1617  Peninsula 
Drive.  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  16505,  January  1. 
1979. 

General  Motors  Corporation.  3044  West 
Grand  Blvd.,  Detroit,  Michigan  48202, 
January  19, 1979. 

General  Truck  Equipment  &  Trailer  Sales, 
5310  Broadway  Avenue,  Jacksonville, 
Florida  32205. 

Gooch  Brake  and  Equipment  Co.,  506  Grand 
Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
January  6, 1979. 

Granning  Service  Corporation,  2471  Wyoming 
Avenue,  Dearborn,  Michigan  48121  January 

1. 1979.  ' 

The  Greyhound  Corporation,  Greyhound 
Tower,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85077  (doing 
business  through).  Motor  Coach  Industries, 
Inc.,  Pembina,  North  Dakota  58271  & 
Transportation  Manufacturing  Corporation, 
Roswell,  New  Mexico  88201,  August  1, 

1978. 

Grumman  Flxible  Corporation,  970  Pittsburgh 
Drive,  Delaware,  Ohio  43015,  January  1, 

1979. 

Hackney  and  Sons,  400  Hackney  Avenue, 
Washington,  North  Carolina  27889,  January 

1. 1979. 

Hallenberger,  Inc.,  5716  Boonville  Hwy,  P.O. 
Box  5085,  Evansville,  Indiana  47715, 
January  1, 1979. 

Harley-Davidson  Motor  Co.,  Inc.,  3700  West 
Juneau  Avenue,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin 
53201,  April  1. 1979. 

Harris  Truck  and  Trailer  Sales,  Inc.,  2145 
Independence,  Cape  Girardeau,  Missouri 
63701,  January  1, 1979. 

Harvel  Truck  Equipment,  Inc.,  1000  E.  8th 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  California  90021, 
January  1, 1979. 

Heil  Equipment  Company  of  Philadelphia 
Inc.,  1223  Ridge  Pike,  Conshohocken, 
Pennsylvania  19428,  January  1, 1979. 
Hendrickson  Manufacturing  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
249,  Burr  Ridge,  Illinois  60521,  January  1, 
1979. 

The  Hess  &  Eisenhardt  Company,  8959  Blue 
Ash  Road,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45242,  January 

9. 1979. 


Hews  Body  Company,  190  Rumery  Street, 

South  Portland,  Maine  04106,  January  18. 

1979. 

Hill  Equipment  Co.,  Inc.,  Route  7,  Box  5089, 
Benton,  Arkansas  72015,  January  1, 1979. 

O.  G.  Hughes  &  Sons,  Inc.,  4816  Rutledge  Pike, 
P.O.  Box  6277,  Knoxville,  Tennessee  37914, 
January  1, 1979. 

Huntington  Brake  Service,  Inc.,  448  E.  Jericho 
Tpke,  Huntington  Station,  New  Yoric  11746, 
January  1, 1979.  ♦ 

Illinois  Auto  Central,  Inc.,  4700  South  Central  ' 
Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  66038,  January  1, 
1979. 

Indiana  Truck  &  Trailer,  2017  Hwy.  41  North. 
Evansville,  Indiana  47727,  January  1, 1979. 

International  Harvester  Company,  401  North 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60611, 
January  18, 1979. 

Iroquois  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  Richmond 
Road,  Hinesburg,  Vermont  05461,  July  1, 

1978. 

Isometrics,  Ina,  1402  N.  Scales  Street, 
Reidsville,  North  Carolina  27320,  March  31, 

1979. 

Jeep  Corporation,  27777  Franklin  Road, 
Southfield,  Michigan  48034,  January  1, 1979. 

Kaffenbarger  Welding  Co.,  10100  Ballentine 
Pike,  New  Carlisle,  Ohio  45344,  January  1, 
1979. 

Kawasaki  Motors  Corporation,  2009  E. 

Edinger  Avenue,  Santa  Ana,  California 
92711,  January  1, 1979. 

Kencar  ^uipment  Company,  1906  Lakeview 
Avenue,  Dayton,  Ohio  45408,  January  19, 
1979. 

Leland  Equipment  Company,  7777  E.  42nd 
Place  South,  P.O.  Box  45128,  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma  74145,  January  18, 1979. 

Long  Trailer  Service,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  5105, 
Greenville,  South  Carolina  29606,  January 
1, 1979. 

Mack  Trucks,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  M,  Allentown, 
Pennsylvania  16105,  January  1, 1979. 

Maday  ^dy  &  Equipment  Corp.,  575  Howard 
Street  Buffalo,  New  York  14206,  January  1, 
1979. 

Madison  Truck  Equip.  Inc.,  2410  S.  Stoughton 
Road,  Madison,  Wisconsin  53716,  October 
22,1978. 

Manning  Equipment,  Inc.,  1200  Westport 
Road,  P.O.  ^x  23229,  Louisville,  Kentucky 
40223,  April  16, 1979. 

Mark  Body  Division,  Core  Industries,  50625 
Richard  W.  Blvd.,  Mt.  Clement  Michigan 
48045,  March  21, 1979. 

Maxon  Industries,  Inc.,  1960  E.  Slauson 
Avenue,  Huntington  Park,  California  90255, 
August  16, 1978. 

Middlehauff,  Inc.,  1615  Ketcham  Avenue, 
Toledo,  Ohio  43608,  January  18, 1979. 

Mid  West  Truck  Equipment  Sales 
Corporation,  4041  No.  Brush  College  Road, 
Decatur,  Illinois  62521,  February  22, 1979. 

M  &  M  Equipment  Inc.,  Plaza  Heights,  W. 
Lebanon,  New  Hampshire  03784,  March  14, 
1979. 

Moline  Body  Company,  222 — 52nd  Street 
Moline,  Illinois  61265,  January  6. 1979. 

Monon  Trailer  (a  Div.  of  Evans  _ 

Transportation  Co.),  P.O.  Box  655,  Monon, 
Indiana  47959,  April  8, 1979. 

Moore  and  Sons,  Ihc.,  P.O.  Box  30091, 
Memphis,  Tennessee  38130,  January  1, 1979. 


Morgan  Trailer,  Box  258  Joanna  Road, 
Morgantown,  Pennsylvania  19543,  January 

1, 1979. 

Motor  Truck  Equipment  Corporation,  2950 
Irving  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  47385,  Dallas,  Texas 
75247,  January  1, 1979. 

Mutual  Wheel  Company,  2345 — 4th  Avenue, 
Moline,  Illinois  61285,  February  20, 1979. 
Nabors  Trailer,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  979,  Mansfield, 
Louisiana  71052,  January  1, 1979. 

Neil’s  Automotive  ^rvice,  Inc.,  167  E. 
Kalamazoo  Avenue,  Kalamazoo,  Michigan 
49007,  January  1, 1979. 

Nelson  Manufacturing  Company,  Route  1, 

Box  90,  Ottawa,  Ohio  45875,  January  1, 

1979. 

'The  Ness  Company.  P.O.  Box  365,  York. 

Pennsylvania  17405,  January  1, 1979. 

New  Method  Equipment  Co.,  707  27th 
Avenue,  S.W.,  P.O.  Box  4638,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa  52407,  January  1, 1979. 

Novi  Manufacturing  Company,  P.O.  Box  324, 
Novi,  Michigan  48050,  November  1, 1978. 
Ohio  Body  Manufacturing  Co..  Northern  Main 
Street  New  London,  Ohio  44851,  January  1, 
1979. 

Ohio  Truck  Equipment  Inc.,  4100  Rev  Drive, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45232,  January  1, 1979. 
Olson  Bodies,  Inc.,  600  Old  Country  Road, 
Garden  City,  New  York  11530,  November  1, 

1978. 

Olson  Trailer  &  Body  Builders  Co.,  2740  South 
Ashland  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  2445,  Green 
Bay,  Wisconsin  54306,  January  18, 1979. 
Omaha  Standard  Inc.,  2401 W.  Broadway, 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  51501,  January  31, 

1979. 

'  Oshkosh  Truck  Corporation,  2307  Oregon 
Street  Oshkosh,  Wisconsin  54901,  January 

18, 1979. 

Ottawa  Truck  Division,  Gulf  &  Western 
Manufacturing  Co.,  415  Dimdee  Street 
Ottawa,  Kansas  6606/,  January  1, 1979. 
Outboard  Marine  Corporation,  100  Sea  Horse 
Drive,  Waukegan,  Illinois  60085,  January 

18,1979. 

PACCAR,  Inc.,  d.b.a  Kenworth  Truck 
Company,  Peterbilt  Motors  Company.  P.O. 
Box  1518,  Bellevue,  Washington  98009, 
January  18, 1979. 

Palmer  Spring  Company.  355  Forest  Avenue. 

Portland,  Maine  04101,  January  18, 1979. 
Peabody  Galion  Corporation,  500  Sherman 
Street  Galion,  Ohio  44833,  November  1. 
1978. 

Peerless  Division,  Royal  Industries,  Ina. 

18205  S.W.  Boones  Ferry  Road,  Tualatin, 
Oregon  97062,  January  &  1979.  j 

Perfection  Equipment  Co.,  5100  West  Reno—  . 
Box  75540,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma 
73107,  January  12. 1979. 

Petroleum  Equipment  &  Supply  Co.,  Inc.,  321 
Forbes  Avenue,  New  Haven,  Connecticut 
06512,  September  28, 1978. 
nioenix  Manufacturing,  Inc.,  375  West  Union 
Street  Nanticoke,  Pennsylvania  18634, 
February  20, 1979. 

Polar  Manufacturing  Co.,  Route  1, 

Holdingford,  Minnesota  56340,  September 
31. 1978. 

C  E.  Pollard  Company.  13575  Auburn 
Avenue,  Detroit,  Michigan  48223,  July  27.  , 

1978. 
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Power  Brake  Service  a  Equipment  Ckunpaity. 
1022  Carnegie  Avenue,  Cleveland.  Ohio 
44115,  January  1, 1979. 

Premier  Inc.,  4709  West  6th  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  46266,  April  25, 1979. 

Progress  Industries,  Inc,  400  East  Process 
Street,  Arthur,  Illinois  61911,  October  1, 

1976. 

PSl  Mobile  Products.  Inc.,  25  Rutledge,  Mt. 
Clements,  Michigan  48043,  June  30, 1979. 

Quality  Truck  Equipment  Co.,  Route  66  By- 
Pass  &  Mercer  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  102, 
Bloomington,  Illinois  61701,  November  15, 

1978. 

Recreative  Industries,  Inc.,  60  Depot  Street, 
Buffalo,  New  York  14206,  July  13, 1978. 

Remke  Western,  713  West  Peimway  at 
Summit  Streets,  Kansas  City,  Mi^uri 
64108,  December  10, 197a 

Rhode  Island  Petroleum  Equip.  Co..  464 
Broadway,  Pawtucket  Rhode  Island  02660, 
July  31, 197a 

Rowland  Truck  Equipment  Inc.,  2900  N.W. 
73rd  Street  Miamt  Florida  33147, 

November  19, 197a 

R/S  Truck  Body  Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Allen.  Kentucky  41601,  January  1, 1979. 

Ryder  Truck  Rental,  P.O.  Box  5,  Red  Hill 
Pennsylvania  18076,  January  1, 1979. 

Ryder  Truck  Rental  2770  Bluff  Road, 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  46225,  January  1. 

197a 

Sanitary  Equipment  Co.,  Inc^  P.O.  Box  836, 
Orange,  Connecticut  96477,  March  17. 1979. 

Schien  Body  and  Equipment  Co.,  Ina,  North 
on  University.  Carlinville,  Illinois  62626, 
January  18, 1979. 

ScientiBc  Brake  and  Equipment  Co.,  314  W. 
Genesee  Avenue,  Saginaw,  Michigan  48602, 
January  19, 1979. 

Scorpion,  Ina,  Box  300,  Crosby.  Miruiesota 
56441,  April  29, 1979. 

Scruggs-Drake  Equipment  Inc.,  North 
Twenty-Second  and  Olive,  Decatur,  Illinois 
62525,  January  1. 1979. 

Sharpsville  Steel  Equip.  Co.,  6th  &  Main 
Streets,  Sharpsville,  Permsylvania  16150, 
January  2, 1979. 

Smith-Moore  Body  Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
27287,  Richmond,  Virginia  23261,  January 

18. 1979. 

Somerset  Welding  &  Steel  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  628, 
Somerset  Pennsylvania  15501,  January  1, 

1979. 

South  Florida  Engineers,  Inc.,  5911 E.  Buffalo 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  11927,  Tampa,  Florida 
33680,  July  2, 1978. 

SpHtt's  Welding,  RD  #5,  Steel  Ci^, 
Bethlehem.  Permsylvania  18015,  May  21, 
1979. 

Spring  Valley  Dodge,  Inc.,  19  South  Main 
Street  Spring  Valley.  New  York  10977, 
April  1, 1979. 

Steffen,  Inc.,  629  West  7th  Street  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51103.  November  4, 1978. 

Superior  Lima  Division,  Sheller-Globe 
Corporation,  1200  E.  IQbby  Street  Lima, 
Ohio  45802,  March  20. 1979. 

George  Swanson  &  Sort  lac..  5400  Marshall 
Arvada,  Colorado  80002,  November  1, 1978. 

Thiokol  Corporatiort  Logan  Divisiort  2503 
North  Main  Street  Logait  Utah  84321, 
Jamiary  15, 1979. 


Three  R.  Irulustries,  Ina,  80380  Scotch 
Settlement  Road,  Romeo,  Michigan  48065, 
March  31, 1979. 

Tunpte.  5075  East  74th  Avenue,  Conunerce 
City,  Colorado  80022,  January  1, 1979. 

Traffic  Traruport  Ettgineering.  Ino,  28900 
Goddard  Road,  Romulus,  Michigan  48174, 
January  1, 1979. 

Transport  Equipment  Company,  3400-6th 
Avetwe,  South,  P.O.  Box  3817,  Seattle. 
Washington  98124,  January  18, 1979. 

Triangle  Fleet  Service,  801  Coliseum  Blvd. 
West  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana  46808,  January 

11, 1979. 

Truck  Equipment  Co.,  2900  Wheeler,  P.O.  Box 
837,  Fort  Smith,  Arkansas  72901,  January  1, 
1979. 

Tnmk  Equipment  Company,  Ina,  1911  S.W. 
Washington  Street  Peoria.  Illinois  61602, 
Jaiuiary  18, 1979. 

Truck  Equipment  Inc^  680  Potts  Avenue. 
Green  Bay,  Wisconsin  54304,  January  18, 
1979. 

Truck  Equipment  Ina,  1560  N£.  44th  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  3265,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50316, 
January  1, 197a 

Truck  Equipment  Service  Co.,  800  Oak  Street 
Lincoln,  Nebraska  68521,  January  1. 1979. 

Truck  Parts  &  Equipment  lira,  4501  West 
Esthner,  Wichita,  Kansas  67209,  November 
11, 197& 

Union  City  Body  Company,  Ina,  1015  West 
Pearl  Street,  Union  City,  Indiana  47390, 
August  15, 197a 

Unit  Rig  &  Equipment  Company,  P.O.  Box 
3107,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74101,  January  1, 
1979. 

Universal  Go  Tract  of  Geoi^  Ltd.,  Suite  2, 
5020  South  Atlanta  Road,  Smyrna,  Georgia 
3008a  May  31. 197a 

U.S.  Truck  Body  Co.,  Inc.,  37-21  24th  Street, 
Long  Island  City,  New  York  11101,  March 
3a  1979. 

Vamiman  International  Ina,  30  Central 
Avenue,  Farmingdale,  New  York  11735, 
January  1, 1979. 

Vernon  Blvd.  Truck  Equip.,  Inc.,  32-03  Vernon 
Blvd.,  Long  Island  City,  New  York  11106, 
June  t,  1978. 

Volkswagen  of  America  Inc.,  27621  Parkview 
Blvd,  Warren,  Michigan  48092,  October  11, 
197a 

Walter  Motor  Truck  Company.  School  Road, 
Voorheesville,  New  York  12186,  April  29, 
1979. 

Ward  School  Bus  Manufacturing,  Inc., 
Highway  65,  South,  Conway,  Arkansas 
72032,  April  19, 1979. 

D.  P.  Way  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  0933a  3822 
W.  Elm  Street  Milwaukee,  Wiscotuin 
5320a  December  31. 197a 

Wayne  Corporation,  An  Indian  Head 
Company.  P.O.  Box  1449,  Industries  Road, 
RichWmd  Indiana  47374,  OctrAer  31, 1978. 

Wayne  Engineering  Corporation.  P.O.  Box 
648,  Cedar  Fails,  Iowa  506ia  January  1, 
1979. 

Westinghouse  Air  Brake  Company. 
Construction  &  Mining  Equipment  Group, 
2300  N.R  Adams  Street  Peoria.  Illinois 
6163a  February  1, 1979. 

Weston  Equipment  Company,  Inc.,  130 
Railroad  Hill  Street  Waterbury, 
Connecticut  0e70a  January  3, 1979. 


White  Motor  Corporatiort  35129  Curtis 
Boulevard,  Eastlake,  Ohio  44094,  Jatuiary 

18, 1979. 

Winnebago  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  152, 
Forest  Crty,  Iowa  50436,  March  19, 197a 
Wyman’s  Ina,  Box  541,  Montpelier,  Vermont 
05602,  Julyl,  197a 
Robert  E.  Shepherd. 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Domestic 
Business  Development 

[FR  t)oc.  79-19495  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 

NLUNQ  CODE  SSIO-tS-H 


Hardware  Subcommittee  of  the 
Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee;  Cloeed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2]  of  the 
Federal  Adviscny  Committee  Act,  as 
amended,  5  U.S.C.  App.  (1976),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Hardware  Subcommittee  of  the 
Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee  will  be  held  on  Wednesday. 
July  18, 1979,  at  9:00  am.  in  Room  3708, 
Main  Commerce  Building,  14th  Street 
and  Constitutirm  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Computer  Systems  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  was  initially 
established  on  January  3, 1973.  On 
December  20, 1974,  January  13. 1977,  and 
August  28, 1978,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration  approved  the 
recharter  and  extens^n  of  the 
Committee,  pursuant  to  Section  5(c)(l] 
of  the  Export  Administration  Act  of 
1969,  as  amended,  50  U.S.C  J^p.  Sec. 
2404(cKl)  and  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act.  Tire  Hardware  ' 
Subcommittee  of  the  Computer  Systems 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  was 
established  on  July  8, 1975,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Director,  Office  of 
Export  Administration,  pursuant  to  the 
charter  of  the  Committee.  And,  on 
October  16, 1978i,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Industry  and  Trade 
approved  the  continuation  of  the 
Subcommittee  pursuant  to  the  charter  of 
the  Committee. 

The  Committee  advises  the  Office  of 
Export  Administration  with  respect  to 
questions  involving  (A)  tedinical 
matters,  (B)  worldwide  availability  and 
actual  utilization  of  production 
technology,  (C)  licensing  procedures 
which  afi^t  the  level  of  export  controls 
applicable  to  computer  systems, 
including  technical  data  or  other 
infonnation  related  tibereto,  and  (D) 
exports.of  the  aforementioned  . 
commoffities  and  technical  data  subject 
to  multilateral  controls  in  which  the 
United  States  participates,  including 
proposed  revisions  of  any  such 
multilateral  controls.  The  Hardware 
Subcommittee  was  formed  to  continue 
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the  work  of  the  Performance 
Characteristics  and  Performance 
Measurements  Subcommittee,  pertaining 
to  (1)  maintenance  of  the  processor 
performance  tables  and  further 
investigation  of  total  systems 
performance;  and  (2)  investigation  of 
array  processors  in  terms  of  establishing 
the  si^ficance  of  these  devices  and 
determining  the  differences  in 
charactersitics  of  various  types  of  these 
devices. 

The  subcommittee  will  meet  only  in 
Executive  Session  to  discuss  matters 
properly  classified  under  Executive 
Order  11652  or  12065,  dealing  with  the 
U.S.  and  COCOM  control  program  and 
strategic  criteria  related  thereto. 

Written  statements  may  be  submitted 
at  any  time  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce 
for  Administration,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  delegate  of  the  General  Counsel, 
formally  determined  on  September  6, 
1978,  pursuant  to  Section  10(d)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  as 
amended  by  Section  5(c)  of  the 
Government  In  The  Sunshine  Act,  P.L 
94-409,  that  the  matters  to  be  discussed 
during  the  meeting  should  be  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  relating  to 
open  meetings  and  public  participation 
therein,  because  the  meeting  will  be 
concerned  with  matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(l).  Such  matters  are  specifically 
authorized  under  criteria  established  by 
an  Executive  Order  to  be  kept  secret  in 
the  interests  of  national  defense  or 
foreign  policy.  All  materials  to  be 
reviewed  and  discussed  by  the 
Subcommittee  during  the  meeting  have 
been  properly  classified  under  Executive 
Order  11652  or  12065.  All  subcommittee 
members  have  appropriate  security 
clearances. 

The  complete  Notice  of  Determination 
to  close  meetings  or  portions  thereof  of 
the  series  of  meetings  of  the  Computer 
Systems  Technical  Advisory  Comnfittee 
and  of  any  subcommittees  thereof,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  14, 1978  (43  FR  41073). 

For  further  information,  contact  Ms. 
Margaret  A.  Cornejo,  Policy  Planning 
Division,  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  Industry  and  Trade 
Administration,  Room  1617M,  U.S.  ' 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  telephone:  A/C  202-377- 
2583. 


Dated:  June  19. 1979. 

Lawrence  J.  Brady, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  Bureau  of  JYade  Regulation, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19SM  Filed  0-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BtUmO  CODE  W10-2S-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Caribbean  Fishery  Management 
Council’s  Scientific  and  Statistical 
Committee;  Public  Meeting 

agency:  National  Marine  Service, 
NOAA. 

summary:  The  Caribbean  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Public 
Law  94-265),  has  established  a  Scientific 
and  Statistical  Committee  (SSC)  which 
will  meet  to  examine  and  provide 
recommendations  to  the  Council  on  the 
biological  and  socioeconomic  aspects  of 
the  inclusion  of  Blackfin  Tuna  [Thunnus 
atJantJcus]  and  Little  Tunny  [Euthynnus 
alletteratus]  in  the  proposed  fishery 
management  plan  (FMP)  for  Coast^ 
Migratory  Pelagics. 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  convene  on 
Thursday,  July  5. 1979,  at  1  p.m.  and  will 
adjourn  on  Friday,  July  6, 1979,  at 
approximately  12  noon.  The  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public. 

ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  take  place  at 
the  Virgin  Islands  Hotel,  St  Thomas, 
U.S.  Virgin  Islands. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Caribbean  Fishery  Management  Council 
Suite  1108,  Banco  de  Ponce  Building 
Hato  Rey,  Puerto  Rico  00918  Telephone: 
(809)  753-4926. 

Dated:  June  18. 1979. 

14^nfied  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Do&  79-19432  Filed  8-21-78;  8:45  un] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3S10-22-M 


South  Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council’s,  Shrimp  Steering  Committee; 
Public  Meeting 

AGENCY:  National  Fisheries  Service, 
NOAA. 

summary:  The  South  Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L 
94-265),  has  established  a  Shrimp 
Steeriiig  Committee  which  will  meet  to 
discuss  the  development  of  a  work  plan 
as  required  by  Executive  Order  12044  for 
the  shrimp  fishery. 


DATES:  The  meeting  will  convene  on 
Thursday,  June  28, 1979,  at  1  p.m.  and 
adjourn  at  approximately  4  p.m.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  take  place  at 
the  East  Carolina  University,  in  the 
Willis  Building. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

South  Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council,  1  Southpark  Circle,  Suite  306, 
Charleston,  Soudi  Carolina  29407, 
Telephone:  (803)  571-4366. 

Dated:  June  19, 1979. 

Winbed  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19541  Filed  8-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  W10-28-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BUND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Procurement  List  1979;  Addition 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

ACTION:  Addition  to  Procurement  List. 


summary:  This  action  adds  to 
Procurement  List  1979  a  service  to  be 
provided  by  workshops  for  the  blind 
and  other  severely  handicapped. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  22, 1979. 

address:  Committee  for  Purchase  fix>m 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely  / 

Handicapped,  2009 14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  C. 
W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
6, 1979  the  Committee  for  Purchase  fi^m 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped  published  a  notice  (44  FR 
20737)  of  proposed  addition  to 
Procurement  List  1979,  November  15, 
1978  (43  FR  53151). 

After  consideration  of  the  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  Committee  has 
determined  that  Ae  service  listed  below 
is  suitable  for  procurement  by  the 
Federal  Government  under  41  U.S.C.  46- 
48c,  85  Stat  77. 

Accordingly,  the  following  service  is 
hereby  added  to  Procurement  List  1979: 

SIC  7349 

Janitorial  Service.  Federal  Building,  511  N.W. 

Broadway,  Portland,  Oregon. 

E.  R.  AOey,  Jr^ 

Acting  Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc  79-19450  Filed  8-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  8820-S3-M 
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Procurement  List  1979;  Proposed 
Addition 

agency:  Committee  for  Porchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

action:  Proposed  Addition  to 
Procurement  List. 

suminary:  The  Committee  has  received 
a  proposal  to  add  to  Procurement  List 
1979  a  commodity  to  be  produced  by 
workshops  for  the  blind  and  other 
severely  handicapped. 

COMMENTS  MUST  BE  RECEIVED  ON  OR 
before:  July  25, 1979. 
address:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
-Handicapped,  2009 14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT.  C. 
W.  Fletcher.  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLENMNTARV  INFORMATION:  Ulis 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  41  U.S.C. 
47(a)(2),  85  Stat.  77. 

If  the  Coihmittee  approves  the 
proposed  addition,  all  entities  of  the 
Federal  Government  will  be  required  to 
procure  the  commodity  listed  below 
from  workshops  for  the  blind  or  other 
severely  handicapped. 

It  is  proposed  to  add  the  following 
commodity  to  Procurement  list  1979, 
November  15. 1978  (43  FR  53151): 

Class  8105 

Bag.  Pilot  Relief,  8105-00-892-9469. 

E.  R.  Alky,  )r.. 

Acting  Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  7B-1A451  Piled  a-ZI-TS:  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  SUO-as-M 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Product  Safety  Advisory  Council; 
Meeting 

agency:  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Meeting:  Product 
Safety  Advisory  Council. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  a 
meeting  of  the  Product  Safety  Advisory 
Council  on  Monday,  July  9, 1979,  from  9 
a.m.  to  5  p.m.  and  Tuesday.  July  10, 1979, 
from  9  a.m.  to  3:45  p  jn.  The  meeting  will 
be  held  at  1111 18th  Street.  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20207.  Third  Floor 
Conference  Room. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Catherine  Bolger,  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Suite  300, 1111 18th  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  EC  20207,  202/634- 
7700. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  The 

Product  Safety  Advisory  Council  was 
established  by  section  28  of  the 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Act,  which 
provides  that  the  Commission  may 
consult  with  the  Council  before 
prescribing  a  consumer  product  safety 
rule  or  taking  other  action  under  the  Act. 

The  proposed  agenda  for  the  July  9-10 
meetii^  includes  issues  relating  to 
Federal/State/Local  coop^atibn, 

CPSC’s  chronic  hazards  program,  and 
emerging  priinities  activities.  For  further 
information  on  die  order  of  the  agenda, 
contact  Ms.  Bolger  at  die  address  and 
telephone  number  noted  above. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public; 
however,  space  is  limited.  Persons  who 
wish  to  make  oral  or  written 
presentation  to  die  Product  Safety 
Advisory  Council  should  notify  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  (see  address 
above)  by  July  3, 1979.  The  notification 
should  list  the  name  of  the  individual 
who  will  make  the  presentation,  the 
person,  the  company,  group  or  industry 
on  whose  behalf  the  presentation  will  be 
made,  the  subject  matter,  and  the 
approximate  time  requested.  Time 
permitting,  these  presentations  and 
other  statements  from  the  audience  to 
members  of  the  Council  may  be  allowed 
by  the  presiding  officer. 

Dated:  June  19, 1979. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 

Secretary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

{FR  Doc.  79-19499  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  635S-01-M 


COUNCIL  ON  WAGE  AND  PRICE 
STABIUTY 

Establishment  of  Price  Advisory 
Committee 

The  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability  has  determined  that 
establishing  a  Price  Advisory  Committee 
is  necessary  and  in  the  public  interest  in 
connection  with  the  performance  of 
duties  imposed  by  law  upon  the  Council. 
The  committee  is  being  established  for 
the  purpose  of  advising  the  Coimcil 
about  the  implementation  of  the 
voluntary  price  standards.  The 
committee  will  provide  expert  advice  to 
the  Director  of  the  Council  with  respect 
to  administration  of  the  price  standards, 
proposed  changes  to  or  darifications  of 
the  price  standards,  and  technical 
matters  such  as  computation  methods 
and  assembling  or  price  data. 

The  committee  is  being  chartered  for 
ore  year  and  will  terminate  at  the  end  of 
that  period  unless  the  Director  of  the 
Council  determines  that  renewal  or 


extension  of  the  committee  is  justified. 
The  committee  will  be  established  15 
days  from  the  date  of  this 
announcement.  Ihe  designated  Federal 
employee  for  this  committee  is  Jack 
Triplett,  Assistant  Director,  Office  of 
Price  Monitoring.  For  further 
information,  contact  Sally  Katzen, 
General  Cotmsel,  Council  on  Wage  and 
Price  Stability  (456-6285). 

Bany  Boswoith, 

Director,  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability. 

Coundl  on  Wage  and  Price  Stability 

Charter  for  the  Price  Advisory 
Committee 

(1)  The  Off icial  Designation.  This 
advisory  committee  shall  be  designated 
as  the  IMce  Advisory  Committee. 

(2)  The  Objective  and  Scope.  The 
frmction  of  the  committee  is  to  provide 
expert  advice  to  the  Director  of  the 
Council  on  Wage  and  Price  Stability 
(Coundl)  on  matters  relating  to  the 
formulation  and  administration  of 
appropriate  price  standards.  These 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to: 

Reviewing  proposed  price  standards  for 
efficacy  in  promoting  anti-inflation 
policy;  advising  on  the  clarity  and 
implementation  of  the  standards; 
advising  the  Council  about  reporting 
forms  that  may  be  necessary  for 
monitoring  the  price  standards 
(including  questions  of  reporting  burden, 
clarity  of  instructions,  and  other 
matters);  advising  on  technical 
computation  methods  that  may  be 
necessary,  either  for  reporting  or  for 
determining  compliance  with  the 
standards;  and  advising  on  appropriate 
criteria  for  exceptions  to  the  standards. 
In  addition,  this  committee  will  assist 
the  Council  in  assembling  price  data  for 
various  sectors  of  the  economy. 

(3)  Duration  of  the  Committee.  The 
committee  will  continue  for  one  year, 
unless  die  Director  of  die  Council 
terminates  the  committee  eariier,  or 
extends  it,  in  accordance  with  need  and 
die  public  interest. 

(4)  Official  to  Whom  the  Committee 
Reports.  The  committee  shall  report  to 
the  Director  of  the  Council  or  a  Council 
employee  designated  by  die  Director  of 
the  Council. 

(5)  Agency  Responsibility  for 
Providing  Support  llie  Council  shall 
provide  the  suppul  for  the  committee. 
Within  the  Council,  the  Office  of  Price 
Monitoring  will  fiimish  primary  support 

(6)  Description  of  duties.  The  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  the  committee  are 
solely  advisory  in  nature,  and  are 
further  described  in  paragraph  (2) 
above.  The  committee  members  will  not 
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have  access  to  confidential  information 
received  by  the  Council. 

(7)  Estimated  Annual  Operating 
Costs.  Tbe  committee  will  require  and 
expenditure  of  approximately  $6,000 
(one-sixth  a  man-year)  in  Fiscal  Year 
1979. 

(8)  Estimated  Number  and  Frequency 
of  Meetings,  (a)  The  committee  shall 
meet  from  time  to  time  as  the  Director  of 
the  Council  determines. 

(b)  The  members  of  the  committee 
may  be  polled  by  the  Director  of  the 
Council  without  being  in  formal  session 
as  the  Director  determines  is  necessary. 

(9)  Membership.  Membership  on  the 
committee  will  be  limited  to  twelve 
members.  Members  will  be  drawn  from 
major  industry  segments  of  the  economy 
whose  performance  under  the  wage  and 
price  standards  is  being  monitored  by 
the  Council.  Appointments  shall  be  for  a 
period  of  one  year  and  may  be  renewed 
by  the  Director  of  the  Council  if  he 
determines  that  renewal  is  justified. 

(10)  Chairperson  of  the  Committee. 
The  chairperson  of  the  committee  shall 
be  the  Director  of  the  Council  or  a 
Council  employee  designated  by  the 
Director  of  the  Council. 

(11)  Approval  of  Charter. 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer 

Date  filed: - . 

(FR  Doc.  7S-19S48  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3175-01-11 


Establishment  of  Wage  Advisory 
Committee 

The  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability  has  determined  that 
establishing  a  Wage  Advisory 
Committee  is  necessary  and  in  the 
public  interest  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  duties  imposed  by  law 
upon  the  Council.  The  committee  is 
being  established  for  the  purpose  of 
advising  the  Director  of  the  ^unci! 
about  the  implementation  of  the 
voluntary  pay  standard.  The  committee 
will  advise  the  Council  with  regard  to 
such  issues  as  changes  in  work  rules 
that  affect  productivity  and 
computatums  of  the  value  of  benefits. 
The  committee  will  also  be  asked  to 
help  identify  parts  of  the  pay  standard 
that  need  clarification.  « 

The  committee  is  being  chartered  for 
one  year  and  will  terminate  at  the  end  of 
that  period  unless  the  Director  of  the 
Council  determines  that  renewal  or 
extension  of  the  committee  is  justified. 
The  designated  F^eral  employee  for 
this  committee  is  Sean  Sullivan. 
Assistant  Director,  Office  of  Pay 
Monitoring. 


In  an  effort  to  obtain  a  balanced  input 
of  advice,  the  membership  of  the 
committee  will  be' made  up  of 
representatives  of  management  and  of 
workers.  These  members  will  be  chosen 
based  on  their  ability  to  represent  a 
large  cross  section  of  those  affected  by 
the  anti-inflation  program.  The 
committee  will  be  established  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  announcement.  For 
further  information  contact  Sally 
Katzen,  General  Counsel,  Council  on 
Wage  and  Price  Stability  (456-6286). 

Barry  Bosworth, 

Director,  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability. 

Council  cm  Wage  and  Price  Stalnlity 

Charter  for  the  Wage  Advisory 
Committee 

(1)  The  Official  Designation.  This 
advisory  committee  shall  be  designated 
as  the  Wage  Advisory  Committee. 

(2)  The  Objective  and  Scope.  The 
function  of  the  committee  is  to  provide 
expert  advice  to  the  Director  of  the 
Council  on  Wage  and  Price  Stability 
(Council)  on  technical  matters  relating 
to  the  administration  of  the  pay 
standard.  The  technical  areas  within  the 
conunittee’s  scope  or  review  include 
such  matters  as:  changes  in  work  rules 
that  could  increase  productivity  and 
computations  of  the  value  of  benefits. 
The  committee  will  also  aid  the  Council 
by  identifying  parts  of  the  pay  standard 
in  need  of  clarification.  Members  of  the 
committee  may  be  asked  to  work 
directly  with  the  Council  staff  on 
specific  projects. 

(3)  Duration  of  the  Committee.  The 
committee  will  continue  for  one  year, 
unless  the  Director  of  the  Council 
terminates  the  committee  earlier,  or 
extends  it,  in  accordance  with  need  and 
the  public  interest. 

(4)  Official  to  Whom  the  Committee 
Reports.  The  committee  shall  report  to 
the  Director  of  the  Council  or  Council 
employee  designated  by  the  Director  of 
the  Council. 

(5)  Agency  Responsibility  for 
Providing  Support  The  Council  shall 
provide  the  support  for  die  committee. 
Within  the  Council,  the  Office  of  Pay 
MonitOTing  will  furnish  primary  support. 

(6)  Description  of  Duties.  The  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  the  committee  are 
solely  advisory  in  nature,  and  are 
described  above  (paragraph  (2)).  The 
committee  members  w^  not  have 
access  to  confidential  material  received 
by  the  Council. 

(7)  Estimated  Annual  Operating 
Costs.  The  committee  will  require  an 
expenditure  of  approximately  $2,000 


(one-twelfth  a  man-year)  in  Fiscal  Year 
1979. 

(8)  Estimated  Number  and  Frequency 
of  Meetings,  (a)  The  committee  will 
meet  from  time  to  time  as  the  Director  of 
the  Council  deems  necessary. 

(b)  The  members  of  the  committee 
may  be  polled  by  the  Director^of  the 
Council  without  being  in  formal  session 

(9)  Membership.  Membership  on  the 
committee  will  include  two  management 
specialists  and  two  labor  specialists. 

The  labor  specialists  shall  be  drawn 
from  unions  representing  a  broad  cross 
section  of  U.S.  workers.  The 
management  specialists  shall  b^  drawn 
from  business  associations  with  widely 
varying  constituencies.  Appointments 
shall  be  for  a  period  of  one  year  and 
may  be  renewed  by  the  Director  of  the 
Council  at  his  discretion. 

(10)  Chairperson  of  the  Committee. 
The  chairperson  of  ^  ccunmittee  shall 
be  the  Director  of  the  Council  or  a 
Council  employee  designated  by  the 
Director  of  the  Council. 

(11)  Approval  of  Charter. 


Advisory  Conunittee  Management  Officer 
Date  filed; - . 

(FR  Doc.  79-19549  Filed  6-21-79;  6:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3175-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Army 

Army  Science  Board;  Closed  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L'  92-463),  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  Committee  meeting: 

Name  of  the  committee:  Army  Science  Board. 
Dates  of  meeting:  July  16-20, 1979. 

Place;  The  Judge  Advocate  General  School 
Chariottesville,  Virginia. 

Time;  0800-1700,  July  16-20. 1979  (Closed). 
Proposed  agenda:  The  ASB  Summer  Study 
participants  will  hold  classified  discussions 
.  of  briefings  diey  have  recieved  on 
‘Technology  Planning  of  Futiue  Fielded 
Systems.”  Specifically,  itmne  to  be 
discussed  include  assessment  of 
technological  inferiority  of  present  fielded 
systems:  causes;  corrective  action/future 
objectives;  policy  level  reconunendations. 
This  meeting  will  be  dosed  to  the  public  in 
accordemce  with  sectkm  552b(c)  of  Title  5. 
US.C..  specifically  subparagra;^  (1) 
thereof.  The  daasified  and  noil-classified 
matters  to  be  discussed  are  so  inextricably 
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intertwined  so  as  to  preclude  opening  any 
portion  of  the  meeting. 

Robert  F.  Sweeney, 

LTC,  CS,  Executive  Secretary,  Army  Science 
Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-194S9  Filed  0-21-79;  0:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3710-0S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Inexco  Oil  Co.;  Proposed  Remedial 
Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  S  205.192(c),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to 
Inexco  Oil  Company,  1100  Milam 
Building,  Suite  1900,  Houston,  Texas 
77002.  This  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
charges  Inexco  Oil  Company  [Inexco] 
with  pricing  violations  in  the  amount  of 
$98,576.14  caused  by  Inexco's  having 
made  sales  of  crude  oil  at  prices  in 
excess  of  those  permitted  tmder  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  (now  the 
DOE)  price  rule  in  10  CFR  §  212.73.  ERA 
maintains  that  Inexco  erroneously  sold 
domestic  crude  oil  based  upon  their  use 
of  1973  contract  prices  to  determine  the 
ceiling  price  applicable  to  sales  of  “old” 
crude  oil  produced  in  the  Powder  River 
Basin  in  the  State  of  Wyoming. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  from  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District,  2626 
W.  Mockingbird  Lane,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235,  phone  [214/749- 
7626).  On  or  before  July  9, 1979,  any 
aggrieved  person  may  file  a  Notice  of 
Objection  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  2000  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  205.193. 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  the  13th  day  of 
June,  1979. 

Romulo  Gatcia, 

Acting  District  Manager  Southwest  District 
Enforcement. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19422  Filed  S-21-79;  S:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  M$0-01-M 


City  of  Long  Beach;  Issuance  of  Final 
Decision  and  Order 

On  April  18, 1979  we  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  to  the  City 
of  Long  Beach,  California  that  would 
permit,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  212.78,  market  prices  for  the 
incremental  crude  oil  produced  from  the 
Ranger  Zone  of  Fault  Block  VII  in  the 


Long  Beach  Unit  of  the  Wilmington  Oil 
Field  (44  FR  24909,  April  27, 1979).  No 
comments  or  objections  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order.  Accordingly,  on 
June  14, 1979,  we  issued  a  Decision  and 
Order  that  permits  market  prices  for 
incremental  crude  oil  from  the  Ranger 
Zone,  Fault  Block  VII  Project. 

A  copy  of  the  Decision  and  Order  is 
available  in  the  Public  Docket  Room, 
Room  B-120,  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  1:00  p.m.  and 
5:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  and  in 
the  Department  of  Energy  Reading 
Room,  Room  GA-152,  James  Forrestal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  14, 1979. 
Doris  J.  Dewton, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Fuels  Regulation,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19423  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BlUING  CODE  6450-01-M 


National  Petroleum  Council,  Oil  Supply, 
Demand  and  Logistics  Task  Group  and 
the  Coordinating  Subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Refinery  Flexibility; 
Meetings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Oil 
Supply,  Demand  and  Logistics  Task 
Group  and  the  Coordinating 
Subcommittee  of  the  National  Petroleum 
Council’s  Committee  on  Refinery 
Flexibility  will  meet  on  Friday,  July  6. 
1979  and  Monday,  July  16, 1979, 
respectively.  The  Task  Group  session 
will  be  held  in  the  Pacific  Room,  on  the 
37th  floor  of  the  Arco  Tower,  Arco 
Plaza,  515  South  Flower  Street,  Los 
Angeles,  California,  beginning  at  9:00 
a.m.  on  July  6.  The  Coordinating 
Subcommittee  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  National  Petroleum  Council 
Headquarters,  Suite  601, 1625  K  St., 

NW.,  Washington,  D.C,  beginning  at 
10:00  a.m. 

The  National  Petroleum  Council 
provides  technical  advice  and 
information  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy 
on  matters  relating  to  oil  and  gas  or  the 
oil  and  gas  industries.  Accordingly,  the 
Committee  on  Refinery  Flexibility  has 
been  requested  by  the  Secretary  to 
undertake  an  analysis  of  the  factors 
affecting  crude  oil  quality  and 
availability  and  the  ability  of  the 
refrning  industry  to  process  such  crudes 
into  marketable  products.  This  analysis 
will  be  based  on  information  and  data  to 
be  gathered  by  the  Oil  Supply,  Demand, 
and  Logistics  Task  Group  and  the 


ReHnery  Capability  Task  Group,  whose 
efforts  will  be  coordinated  by  the 
Coordinating  Subcommittee.  The 
tentative  agenda  of  the  Task  Group  and 
Subcommittee  sessions  are  as  follows: 
Agenda  for  the  July  6, 1979  meeting  of 
the  Oil  Supply,  Demand  and  Logistics 
Task  Group: 

1.  Introductory  remarks  by  S.  E, 
Watterson,  Jr.,  Chairman. 

2.  Review  and  discuss  methodology 
for  analysis  of  supply/ demand 
projections. 

3.  Review  and  discuss  transportation 
data  required  by  the  Refinery  Capability 
Task  Group. 

4.  Review  and  discuss  schedule  and 
assignments  for  completion  of  the  Task 
Group’s  assignments. 

5.  Discuss  any  other  matters  pertinent 
to  the  overall  assignment  of  the  Task 
Group. 

Agenda  for  the  July  16, 1979  meeting  of 
the  Coordinating  Subcommittee: 

1.  Introductory  remarks  by  Warren  B. 
Davis,  Chairman. 

2.  Review  progress  report  to  Main 
Committee. 

3.  Review  progress  of  the  Refinery 
Capability  Task  Group. 

4.  Review  progress  of  the  Oil  Supply, 
Demand  and  Logistics  Task  Group. 

5.  Review  and  discuss  schedule  and 
assignments  for  completion  of 
subcommittee  assignments. 

6.  Discuss  any  other  matters  pertinent 
to  the  overall  assignment  of  the 
'Coordinating  Subcommittee. 

All  meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 
'The  Chairmen  of  the  Task  Group  and 
Subcommittee  are  empowered  to 
conduct  the  meetings  in  a  fashion  that 
will,  in  their  judgment,  facilitate  the 
orderly  conduct  of  business.  Any 
member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to  frle 
written  statement  with  the  Task  Group 
or  the  Subcommittee  will  be  permitted 
to  do  so,  either  before  or  after  the 
meetings.  Members  of  the  public  who 
wish  to  make  oral  statements  should 
inform  Mr.  Robert  Long,  U.S. 

Department  of  Energy,  (202)  252-5629, 
prior  to  the  meetings,  and  reasonable 
provision  will  be  made  for  their 
appearance  on  the  agenda.  Summary/ 
minutes  of  the  Task  Group  meeting  and 
transcripts  of  the  Coordinating 
Subcommittee  meeting  will  be  available 
for  public  review  at  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Public  Reading  Room,  Room 
GA-152,  Department  of  Energy, 

Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
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Federal  holidays.  Issued  at  Washington, 
D.C.  on  June  18, 1979. 

Alvin  L.  Aim, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Policy  and  Evaluation. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19424  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-O1-M 


Hearings  and  Appeals  Office 

Issuance  of  Proposed  Decisions  and 
Orders;  May  21  Through  May  25, 1979 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
period  May  21  through  May  25, 1979,  the 
Proposed  Decisons  and  Orders  which 
are  summarized  below  were  issued  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of 
the  Department  of  Energy  with  regard  to 
Applications  for  Exception  which  had 
been  filed  with  that  Office. 

Under  the  procedures  which  govern 
the  filing  and  consideration  of  exception 
applications  (10  CFR.  Part  205,  Subpart 
D),  any  person  who  will  be  aggrieved  by 
the  issuance  of  the  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  in  final  form  may  file  a 
written  Notice  of  Objection  within  ten 
days  of  service.  For  purposes  of  those 
regulations,  the  date  of  service  of  notice 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  or  the  date  of 
receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  The 
applicable  procedures  also  specify  that 
if  a  Notice  of  Objection  is  not  received 
from  any  aggrieved  party  within  the 
time  period  specified  in  the  regulations, 
the  party  will  be  deemed  to  consent  to 
the  issuanace  of  the  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  in  final  form.  Any  aggrieved 
party  that  wishes  to  contest  any  finding 
or  conclusion  contained  in  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  must  also  file  a 
detailed  Statement  of  Objections  within 
30  days  of  the  date  of  service  of  the 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order.  In  that 
Statement  of  Objections  an  aggrieved 
party  must  specify  each  issue  of  fact  or 
law  contained  in  the  Propsoed  Decision 
and  Order  which  it  entends  to  contest  in 
any  further  proceeding  involving  the 
exception  matter.  ' 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  are 
available  in  the  Public  Docket  Room  of 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Room  B-120,  2000  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Monday 
through  Friday,  between  the  hours  of 
1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  e.d.t.,  except 
federal  holidays. 

Dated:  June  15, 1979. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 


Proposed  DedsioDS  and  Orders 

Geronimo  Oil  Company,  Houston,  Texas; 

DEE-2111,  crude  oil 

Geronimo  Oil  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR.  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  Tlie  exception 
request,  if  granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to 
sell  a  certain  portion  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  o'wners  fi:om  the  160  acres  Lillian 
Moris  Lease  located  in  San  Patricio  County, 
Texas,  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices.  On  May  22. 
1979,  the  DOE  issued  a  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  and  tentatively  determined  that 
exception  relief  should  be  granted,  in  part, 
with  respect  to  the  applicant’s  160  Acres 
Lillian  Morris  Lease. 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas:  DXE- 
4108,  crude  oil 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR, 
Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  54.09 
percent  of  the  crude  oil  which  it  produces 
from  the  Sydney  A.  Smith  Lease  for  the 
benefit  of  the  working  interest  owners  at 
upper  tier  ceiling  prices.  On  May  22, 1979,  the 
DOE  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
and  tentatively  determined  that  an  extension 
of  exception  relief  should  be  granted  with 
respect  to  the  applicant’s  Sydney  A.  Smith 
Lease. 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas;  DEE- 
2271,  crude  oil 

Gulf  Oil  CorpOTation  filed  an  Applicaton 
for  Exception  from  the  provisons  of  10  CFR. 
Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  a 
certain  portion  of  the  crude  oil  produced  for 
the  benefit  of  the  working  interest  owners 
from  the  Miriam  Partlow,  et  al.  Unit  located 
in  Liberty  County.  Texas,  at  upper  tier  ceiling 
prices.  On  May  22, 1979,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  and  tentatively 
determined  that  exception  relief  should  be 
granted,  in  part,  with  respect  to  the 
applicant’s  Miriam  Partlow,  et  al.  Unit. 

Rex  Monahan,  Sterling,  Colorado;  DXE-2803. 
Crude  oil 

Rex  Monahan  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
212,  Subpart  D.  Hie  exception  request  if 
granted,  would  result  in  an  extension  of 
exception  relief  {weviously  granted  and 
would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  a  certain  portion 
of  the  crude  oil  which  it  produces  from  the 
Collums  Muddy  Sand  Unit  for  the  benefit  of 
the  working  interest  owners  at  upper  tier 
ceiling  prices.  On  May  22, 1979,  ^e  DOE 
issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  and 
tentatively  determined  that  an  extension  of 
exception  relief  should  be  granted  with 
respect  to  the  applicant’s  Collums  Muddy 
Sand  Unit. 

Standard  Oil  Company  (Indiana),  Chicago, 
Illinois;  DXE-2536,  Crude  oil 

Standard  Oil  Company  (Indiana)  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  frinn  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR.  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception 


request  if  granted,  would  result  in  an 
extension  of  exception  relief  previously 
granted  and  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  a 
certain  portion  of  the  crude  oil  which  it 
produces  from  the  Sleepy  Hollow  Lansing 
Unit  for  the  benefit  of  the  working  interest 
owners  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices.  On  May 
22, 1979,  the  DOE  issued  a  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  and  tentatively  determined  that  an 
extension  of  exception  relief  should  be 
granted  with  respect  to  the  applicant’s  Sleepy 
Hollow  Lansing  Unit. 

Sun  Company,  Inc.,  Dallas,  Texas;  DEE-2272. 

Crude  oil 

Sun  Company,  Inc.  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  a 
certain  portion  of  the  crude  oil  produced  for 
the  benefit  of  the  working  interest  owners 
from  the  Southwest  Nena  Lucia  Unit  located 
in  Nolan  County,  Texas,  at  upper  tier  ceiling 
prices.  On  May  22, 1979,  the  DOE  issued  a- 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  and  tentatively 
determined  that  exception  relief  should  be 
granted,  in  part,  with  respect  to  the 
applicant’s  Southwest  Nena  Lucia  Unit. 
Tenneco  Oil  Company,  Houston,  Texas: 

DEE-2159,  Crude  oil 

Tenneco  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR, 
Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  a 
certain  portion  of  the  mide  oil  produced  for 
the  benefit  of  the  working  interest  owners 
from  the  Shck  Creek  PhoapluHia  Unit  located 
in  Washaki  County,  Wyoming,  at  upper  tier 
ceiling  prices.  On  May  22, 1979,  the  DOE 
issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  and 
tentatively  determined  that  exception  relief 
should  be  granted,  in  part,  with  respect  to  the 
applicant’s  Slick  Creek  Hiosphoria  Unit. 
United  Specialties  Company,  Houston. 

Texas;  DEE-3450,  Crude  oil 

The  United  Specialties  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  ^bpart  D.  The  exception 
request,  if  granted,  would  permit  United 
Specialties  to  sell  the  crude  oil  produced  for 
the  benefit  of  the  working  interest  owners  at 
the  State  of  Texas  Tract  No.  723-A  at  upper 
tier  ceiling  prices.  On  May  22, 1979,  the  DOE 
issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  which 
determined  that  the  exception  request  be 
granted. 

Wayne  Operating  Service,  Waynesboro. 

Mississippi;  DXE-4509,  Crude  oil 

Wayne  Operating  Service  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception 
request,  if  granted,  would  result  in  an 
extension  of  exception  relief  previously 
granted  and  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  a 
certain  portion  of  the  crude  oil  which  it 
produces  from  the  TJ'.  Hodge  Weil  No.  1  for 
the  benefit  of  the  working  interest  owners  at 
upper  tier  ceiling  prices.  On  May  24, 1979.  the 
bOE  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
and  tentatively  determined  that  an  extension 
of  exception  relief  should  be  granted  with 
respect  to  the  applicant’s  T  J*.  Hodge  Well 
No.l. 
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List  of  Cases  Involving  the  Standby  Petroleum  Product  Allocation  Regulations  for 

Motor  Gasoline 

Week  of  May  21  Through  May  25,  1979 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for  Exception  fi’om  the  provisions  of 
Standby  Regulation  Activation  Order  No.  1.  The  exception  requests,  if  granted, 
would  result  in  increases  in  the  firms’  base  period  allocation  of  motor  gasoline. 
(The  DOE  issued  Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  which  determined  that  the  excep¬ 
tion  requests  be  granted. 


Coinpany  name 

Case  No. 

Location  , 

DeE-2828 . 

.  Valley  Stream,  New  York.' 

OEE-2243.  . 

.  New  York.  New  York. 

_  DEE-3335 _  _ 

.  Plano,  Texas. 

DEE-2301 _ 

.  Bogalusa,  Louisiana. 

DEE-3823 _ _ 

.  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

DEE-3345 _ _ 

.  Den^.  Colorado. 

List  of  Cases  Involving  the  Standby  Petroleum  Product  Allocation  Regulations  for 

Motor  Gasoline 

Week  of  May  21  Through  May  25,  1979 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of 
Standby  Regulation  Activation  Order  No.  1.  The  exception  requests,  if  granted, 
would  result  in  increases  in  the  firms’  base  period  allocation  of  motor  gasoline. 
The  DOE  issued  Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  which  determined  that  the  excep¬ 
tion  requests  be  denied. 


Company  name 

Case  No. 

Location 

B  S  O  Shell  Service . . . . .  DEE-2553 . . .  Augusta,  Georgia. 

DSD  Mobil  Service . . . . .  DeE-2668 _ _ _  CupertirK),  CaHiomia. 

Kimmick  Oil  Co _ _ _ _ _  DEE-2634 . —  CarK)n  City,  Colorado. 

Pori  Oil  Co.,  Inc _ _ _  DEE-2867 . . . .  Mobile,  Alabama. 

J.  F.  Hall  Oil  Co _ _ _ - . . . DEE-3727....... _  Corpus  Christi,  Texas. 


|FR  Doc.  79-19426  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


Wyatt,  Inc.,  Proposed  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  Consent 
Order  and  opportunity  for  comment. 


summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  a  proposed 
Consent  Order  and  provides  an 
opportunity  for  public  comment  on  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  proposed 
Consent  Order. 
date:  May  31, 1979. 

COMMENTS  by:  July  20, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Arthur  H. 
Shaw,  Office  of  Enforcement.  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration,  DOE,  150 
Causeway  St,  Boston,  Mass.  02114. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Herbert  M.  Heitzer,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement  1421  Cherry  Street 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102,  telephone 
number  215-597-3870. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  “On  May 
31, 1979,  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of 
the  ERA  executed  a  proposed  Consent 
Order  with  Wyatt,  Incorporated,  of  New 


Haven,  Connecticut  Under  10  CFR 
205.199j(b),  a  proposed  Consent  Order 
which  involves  a  sum  of  $500,000  or 
more  in  the  aggregate,  excluding 
penalities  and  interest  becomes 
effective  only  after  the  DOE  has 
received  comments  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  Consent  Order.  Although  the 
ERA  has  signed  and  tentatively 
accepted  the  proposed  ConsentOrder, 
the  ERA  may,  after  consideration  of  the 
comments  it  receives,  withdraw  its 
acceptance  and,  if  appropriate,  attempt 
to  negotiate  an  alternative  Consent 
Order. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Wyatt,  Incorporated,  with  its  home 
office  located  in  New  Haven, 
Connecticut,  is  a  Firm  engaged  in  the 
reselling  and  retailing  of  phtroleum 
products  and  is  subject  to  the 
'  Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  at  10  CFR,  Parts 
210,  211,  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil 
actions  which  could  be  brought  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  as  a  result  of 
its.audit  of  Wyatt,  Incorporated,  the 
Office  of  Enforcement,  ERA,  and  Wyatt, 
Incorporated,  entered  into  a  Consent 


Order  which  includes  a  compromise 
remedy  agreed  to  by  both  parties  to 
resolve  all  issues  without  resort  to 
lengthy  enforcement  actions  which 
would  be  expensive  and  time  consuming 
for  both  parties.  The  signficant  terms  of 
the  Consent  Order  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  Consent  Order  settles  all  issues 
involved  in  Wyatt’s  sales  of  No.  6,  5% 
residual  fuel  oil  and  No.  6, 1%  residual 
fuel  oil  during  the  period  from 
November  14, 1973  through  December  9, 
1975. 

2.  The  ERA  alleges  that  Wyatt, 
Incorporated,  sold  No.  6,  5%  residual 
fuel  oil  and  No,  6, 1%  residual  fuel  oil  at 
prices  in  excess  of  those  permitted 
under  10  CFR  212.93,  as  preceded  by  6 
CFR  150.359. 

3.  Without  admitting  that  it  violated 
the  price  regulations,  Wyatt, 
Incorporated,  agrees  to  refimd  $800,000 
to  its  customers  as  specified  in  the 
Consent  Order. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199), 
including  the  publication  of  the  Notice,' 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Wyatt, 
Incorporated,  agrees  to  refimd,  in  full 
settlement  of  any  civil  liability  with 
respect  to  actions  which  might  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement, 
ERA,  arising  out  of  the  transactions 
specified  in  Part  1.1,  above,  the  sum  of 
$800,000  within  one  hundred  eighty  (180) 
days  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
Consent  Order.  Refunds  of  overcharges 
will  be  made  directly  to  those  customers 
who  are  overcharged  as  specified  in  the 
Consent  Order.  Refunds  to  customers 
who  cannot  be  located  will  be  paid  to 
the  U.S.  Treasury. 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

The  ERA  invites  interested  persons  to 
comment  on  the  terms,  conditions,  or 
procedural  aspects  of  the  Consent 
Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  to 
Arthur  H.  Shaw,  Office  of  Enforcement, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
DOE,  150  Causeway  St..  Boston,  Mass. 
02114.  You  may  obtain  a  free  copy  of 
thi's  Consent  Order  by  writing  to  the 
same  address. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  on 
the  outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  Wyatt, 
Incorporated,  Consent  Order".  We  will 
consider  all  comments  we  receive  by 
4:30  p.m.,  local  time,  on  July  20, 1979. 

You  should  identify  any  information  or 
data  which,  in  your  opinion,  is 
confidential  and  submit  it  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 
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Issued  in  Philadelphia,  PA,  on  the  8th  day 
of  June,  1979. 

Herbert  M.  Heitzer, 

District  Manager  of  Enforcement.  Northeast 
District. 

(FR  Doc  7S-19494  Filed  S-21-79;  8:45  am] 

WUJNG  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Class  Exception  Relating  to  Motor 
Gasoline  Ailocation  Regulations 

agency:  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Department  of  Energy. 

action:  Notice  of  Decision  and  Order 
Granting  Class  Exception  Relief. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  issuance  of  a 
Decision  and  Order  approving  a  class 
exception  for  certain  wholesale 
purchaser-resellers  of  motor  gasoline. 
The  relief  granted  is  intended  to  permit 
these  hrms  to  purchase  additional 
amounts  of  motor  gasoline  in  ensuing 
periods.  The  class  exception  applies  to 
each  firm  that  had  previously  been 
granted  exception  or  stay  relief  from  the 
motor  gasoline  allocation  regulations 
under  the  criteria  as  set  forth  in  either 
Leo  Anger,  Inc.,  Case  No.  DEE-2326 
(Proposed  Decision  and  Order  issued 
March  23, 1979)  or  fames  Tidwell 

Chevron,  3  DOE  Par. - (June  8, 1979). 

It  is  effective  for  the  months  of  June 
through  September  1979.  However,  it 
will  not  apply  in  any  case  whefe  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  is 
analyzing  objections,  filed  by  an 
aggrieved  party  other  than  the  applicant, 
to  a  proposed  determination  to  grant 
relief  to  a  particular  firm. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

George  B.  Breznay,  Deputy  Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  254- 
9681. 

Peter  B.  Bloch,  Assistant  Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  254- 
8606. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

February  22, 1979,  the  Economic  * 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA)  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  issued 
Standby  Regulation  Activation  Order 
No.  1  (the  Activation  Order)  updating 
the  base  period  for  the  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  44  Fed.  Reg.  11202 
(February  28, 1979).  Since  Uiat  date,  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  has 
received  several  thousand  Applications 
for  Exception  from  regulatory 
requirements  relating  to  the 
implementation  of  the  updated  base 
period.  These  applicants  generally 
request  the  allocation  of  additional 
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amounts  of  motor  gasoline  to  their 
operations. 

Relief  (including  relief  approved  in 
stays  and  final  exception  decisions)  has 
been  approved  with  respect  to  many  of 
those  submissions.  That  relief  was 
generally  granted  only  through  May  31, 
1979,  the  expiration  date  of  the 
Activation  Order.  The  effectiveness  of 
the  updated  base  period  created  by  the 
Activation  Order  has  now  been 
extended  through  September  30, 1979. 

See  Interim  Final  Rule  and  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking.  44  Fed.  Reg. 

26712  (May  4, 1979).  Accordingly,  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  has 
considered  whether  the  relief  previously 
approved  should  be  extended. 

Among  those  cases  in  which 
additional  volumes  of  motor  gasoline 
have  been  granted,  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  has  identifred 
two  classes  of  cases  in  which  there 
appears  to  be  a  strong  argmnent  that  the 
intitial  rationale  for  granting  relief 
remrans  unchanged  and  forms  a 
persuasive  basis  for  extending  that  relief 
through  September  30, 1979.  These 
classes  of  cases  have  been  designated 
as  Anger  and  Tidwell  classes,  after  the 
following  oases,  which  Hrst  announced 
the  principles  governing  exception  relief 
for  ffie  classes: 

Leo  Anger  Inc.,  Case  No.  DEE-2326 
(Proposed  Decision  and  Order  issued 
March  23, 1979); 

James  Tidwell  Chevron,  3  DOE  Par. 
- (June  8, 1979). 

As  described  in  detail  in  the  attached 
Decision  and  Order,  we  have 
determined  that  the  bases  for  previously 
granting  relief  in  the  cases  within  these 
two  classes  continue  to  exist,  and  that  it 
is  appropriate  to  extend  through 
September  30, 1979  the  relief  originally 
granted.  However,  relief  will  not  be 
extended  in  cases'  in  which  objections 
by  any  aggrieved  party  to  a  proposed 
decision  are  being  analyzed. 

In  addition,  we  have  adopted  certain 
procedures  to  monitor  whether  Hrms 
continue  to  be  eligible  for  relief  under 
this  Decision.  Relief  is  being  made 
contingent  on  a  requirement  that  each 
recipient  of  relief  file  a  special 
statement  on  a  monthly  basis,  indicating 
whether  substantial  changes  have 
occurred  in  its  operations  or  frnancial 
position. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
205.69C(a),  this  Decision  and  Order  is 
being  issued  in  final  form  without  first 
being  issued  as  a  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order. 
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Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  June  18, 1979. 
Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
Department  of  Energy, 

Washington,  D.C,  20461 
June  18, 1979. 

Decision  and  Order  of  the  Department  of 
Energy 

Application  for  Exception 

Docket  Designation:  Class  Exception 
Proceeding  Concerning  Extension  of  Relief 
Previously  Granted  In  Certain  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Cases. 

Case  Niunben  DEE-6525. 

On  February  22, 1979,  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA)  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  issued  Standby 
Relation  Activation  Order  No.  1  (the 
Activation  Order)  updating  the  base  period 
for  the  allocation  of  motor  gasoline.’  Since 
that  date,  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
has  received  several  thousand  Applications 
for  Exception  from  regulatory  requirements 
relating  to  the  implementation  of  the  updated 
base  period.  44  Fed.  Reg.  11202  (February  28, 
1979). 

Relief  (including  relief  approved  in  stay 
and  final  exception  decisions)  has  been 
approved  with  respect  to  many  of  those 
submissions.  As  a  result,  many  of  these 
applicants  have  received  additional  amounts 
of  motor  gasoline  fix)m  their  suppliers.  That 
relief  has  generally  been  limited  to  the  period 
prior  to  June  1, 1979,  the  day  after  the 
expiration  date  of  the  Activation  Order. 

The  effectiveness  of  the  updated  base 
period  created  by  the  Activation  Order  has 
now  been  extended  until  October  1, 1979.  See 
Interim  Final  Rule  and  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking,  44  Fed.  Reg.  26712  (May  4, 1979). 
Many  of  the  firms  which  originally  requested 
relief  for  the  prior  period  are  now 
experiencing  identical  motor  gasoline  supply 
problems.  Several  applications  for  extension 
of  exception  relief  have  been  filed,  and  more 
are  expected.  Accordingly,  we  must  consider 
whether  the  exception  relief  which  was 
previously  approved  for  the  period  ending 
May  31, 1979  should  be  continued  in  effect  for 
the  period  commencing  June  1, 1979  and 
ending  September  30, 1979. 

Among  the  cases  in  which  additional 
supplies  of  motor  gasoline  have  been  granted, 
there  are  evident  patterns  which  have 
appeared.  The  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  has  identified  two  classes  of  cases 
in  which  the  basis  for  relief  was  similar  and 
as  to  which  there  appears  to  be  a  strong 
argument  that  relief  should  be  extended.  For 


'  In  the  Activation  Order,  the  ERA  changed  the 
base  period  for  the  allocation  of  motor  gasoline 
from  the  corresponding  month  of  1972  to  the 
corresponding  month  ^  the  period  from  July  1977 
through  June  1978.  The  revised  base  period  was 
effective  for  the  three  months  of  March,  April,  and 
May  1979. 

On  May  1, 1979,  the  ERA  issued  an  Interim  Final 
Rule  (the  Interim  Rule)  which  finalized  certain 
proposed  rules  with  respect  to  the  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  44  Fed.  Reg.  28712  (May  4. 1979). 
Pursuant  to  the  Interim  Rule,  which  is  effective 
through  September  31, 1979,  the  corresponding 
month  of  the  period  fiom  November  1977  through 
October  1978  has  been  designated  as  the  base 
period  for  ptuposes  of  allocating  motor  gasoline. 
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purposes  of  this  Decision,  these  classes  of 
cases  have  been  designated  as  Anger  and 
Tidwell  daases,  after  the  following  cases, 
which  first  announced  the  principles 
governing  exception  relief  for  the  classes: 

Leo  Anger  Inc.,  Case  No.  DEE-2326 
(Proposed  Decision  and  Order  issued 
March  23. 1979): 

James  Tidwell  Chevron,  3  DOE  Par. - 

()une  8, 1979). 

The  purpose  of  this  Decision  is  to  consider 
whethOT  it  is  appropriate  to  extend  the 
effectiveness  of  DOE  action  taken  with 
respect  to  firms  in  these  classes  from  June  1, 
1979  until  October  1, 1979. 

/.  General  Background 

A  complete  understanding  of  the  context  in 
which  this  case  arises  requires  a  familiarity 
with  recent  regulatory  and  economic  events, 
in  Class  Exception  Proceeding  Adjusting 
April  1979  Base  Period  Volumes  of  Motor 
Gasoline  For  Retail  Sales  Outlets  and 
Wholesale  Purchaser-Consumers,  DEE-3726 
(April  19, 1978),  at  2,  we  described  that 
context  as  follows: 

For  more  than  four  years  [prior  to  the 
issuance  of  Activation  Order  No.  1],  the  base 
period  for  motor  gasoline  allocation  has  been 
the  month  in  the  1972  calendar  year  that 
corresponds  to  the  current  month.  However, 
towards  the  end  of  1978  some  difficulties 
were  perceived  in  continuing  to  use  the  1972 
period  as  a  basis  for  allocation  purposes.  As 
a  result  of  a  number  of  factors,  including  the 
curtailment  of  crude  oil  production  in  Iran, 
the  surplus  gasoline  market  in  the  United 
States  was  inadequate  to  satisfy  the  demands 
of  all  retail  outlets.  As  a  result,  several 
refiners  began  allocating  gasoline  and  certain 
purchasers  began  to  receive  less  than  their 
adjusted  1972  base  period  volumes.  This 
situation  produced  a  number  of  serious 
distortions  in  the  gasoline  distribution 
system.  ^ 

Because  of  changes  that  occurred 
subsequent  to  1972,  a  significant  number  of 
small  businessmen  faced  a  situation  in  which 
their  gasoline  allocation  would  be  drastically 
curtailed  as  compared  to  the  gasoline  which 
they  purchased  during  prior  months.  In  many 
cases,  this  curtailment  meant  that  these  small 
firms  would  be  forced  out  of  business 
resulting  in  great  personal  hardship  for  the 
individuals  involved.  These  problems  were 
called  to  the  attention  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  in  individual 
Applications  for  Exception .... 

The  hardships  and  ^stortions  in  the 
marketplace  which  were  occurring  were  also 
vividly  demonstrated  in  the  data  submitted 
by  these  Hrms  and  the  oral  testimony 
received  at  hearings  convened  by  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals ....  On  the  basis 
of  the  data  presented,  we  concluded  that 
gross  distortions  in  the  distribution  system 
for  gasoline  would  occtir  unless  an  exception 
were  granted  to  certain  applicants.  We 
further  concluded  that  a  signiHcant  number  of 
small  businessmen  would  incur  an  unfair 
distribution  of  burdens  unless  an  exception 
were  granted  from  the  general  rules 
governing  motor  gasoline  allocations. 
Appropriate  relief  was  accordingly  provided 
....  In  addition,  this  matter  was  called  to 


the  attention  of  the  DIA  for  appropriate 
changes  in  the  general  rules. 

On  February  22. 1979,  the  ERA  changed  the 
base  period  used  for  gasoline  allocations.  On 
that  date,  the  ERA  issued  an  emergency  order 
which  activated  certain  portions  of  the 
Standby  Petroleum  Product  Regulations.  44 
Fed.  Reg.  11202  (February  28, 1979).  Under 
ERA  Standby  Regulation  Activation  Order 
No.  1  (the  Activation  Order),  the  base  period 
was  changed  for  all  firms  in  the  petroleum 
industry  from  the  corresponding  month  of 
1972  to  the  corresponding  month  of  the  period 
July  1, 1977  throng  June  30. 1978.  The  revised 
base  period  was  stated  to  be  effective  for  the 
three  month  period  from  March  1  through  - 
May  31. 1979. 

*  *  •  •  * 

Immediately  after  the  ERA  issued  the 
Activation  Order,  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  began  receiving  a  great  number  of 
exception  applications  relating  to  the  use  of 
the  new  base  period.  For  example,  during  the 
month  of  March  1979  alone  more  than  1,200 
applications  were  filed.  By  April  15, 1979  the 
number  of  filings  exceeded  2,000. 

The  majority  of  the  exception  applications 
involved  the  contention  that  the  new  base 
period.  i.e.  the  months  of  March,  April,  and 
May  1978,  did  not  reflect  the  firm’s  current 
operations.  -The  further  argument  was  made 
that  the  use  of  the  new  base  period  would 
have  a  devastating  effect  on  the  applicant's 
business  operations. 

Of  the  thousands  of  cases  which  have  been 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  many  have  been  resolved  in 
decisions  which  granted  relief.  In  this 
proceeding,  two  groups  of  similar  cases 
which  require  the  consideration  of  an 
immediate  extension  of  this  relief  have  been 
identified.  The  remainder  of  this  Decision 
will  discuss:  (1)  the  types  of  cases  which 
were  selected  for  consideration  in  this 
proceeding,  (2)  the  appropriateness  of 
treating  the  applicants  in  those  kinds  of  cases 
as  members  of  one  or  more  classes  of 
applicants,  and  (3)  the  appropriateness  of 
extending  exception  relief  granted  to  these 
classes  through  September  30, 1979. 

II.  Description  of  Anger  and  Tidwell  Cases 
A.  Anger  Cases 

In  Leo  Anger  Ina,  we  stated  that  an 
exception  would  be  granted  where  a  showing 
is  made  that; 

(i)  a  substantial  capital  investment  was 
made  by  a  firm  with  the  expectation  that  the 
investment  would  enable  the  applicant  to 
increase  its  sales  of  motor  gasoline  and 
therefore  realize  an  economic  benefit  from 
the  investment; 

(ii)  the  increased  sales  volume  and  the 
intended  benefits  of  that  capital  investment 
could  not  be  realized  until  after  the  July  1977 
through  June  1978  base  period;  and 

(iii)  in  the  absence  of  an  exception 
increasing  its  allocation  of  gasoline,  the  firm 
will  not  be  able  to  realize  the  intended 
benefits  of  the  capital  investment  and  will  be 
adversely  affected  to  a  significant  degree. 

Cases  which  rely  on  the  Anger  principles 
include;  Howard  Moor,  Case  No.  DEE-2604 
(Proposed  Decision  issued  March  30, 1979); 
Summit  Car  Care  Center,  Case  No.  DEE-2461 


(Propos^  Decision  issued  March  30. 1979): 

Mr.  K.  Exxon,  Case  No.  DEE-2470  (Proposed 
Decision  issued  March  30, 1979);  H&H 
Manhattan  Shell,  Inc.,  Case  No.  DEE-3150 
(Proposed  Decision  issued  April  3, 1979); 
Webster’s  Self  Service  Gulf  Station,  Case  No. 
DEE-2575  (Proposed  Decision  issued  April  4. 
1979);  Johnson  Oil  Co..  Case  No.  DEE-2972 
(Proposed  Decision  issued  April  6, 1979);  Lyle 
Whitman,  Case  No.  DEE-3115  (Proposed 
Decision  issued  Ap^l  1979;  JSR  Auto 
Center,  Case  No.  DEE-2370  (Imposed 
Decision  issued  April  6. 1979);  Wilson  Shell 
Service,  Case  No.  bEE-2876  [Proposed 
Decision  issued  April  6, 1979);  Brook  Plaza 
Exxon.  Case  No.  DEE-2938  (^posed 
Decision  issued  April  9, 1F79);  PB'W  Oil  Co., 
Case  No.  DEE-2890  (Proposed  Decision 
issued  April  9, 1970);  A.  A:  Grocery,  Case  No. 
DEE-3113  (Proposed  Decision  issued  April  10. 
1979);  Big  Quirdi  Stop.  Case  No.  DEE-3390 
(Proposed  Decision  issued  April  12, 1979): 
Hunter’s  Lodge  Exxon,  Case  No.  DEE-3713 
(Proposed  Decision  issued  April  17, 1979). 

Generally,  applicants  for  relief  in  Anger 
cases  were  granted  a  base  period  use 
reflective  of  their  actual  gasoline  purchases 
during  an  appropriate  period  of  time 
following  completion  the  investment 
project.  However,  the  specific  nature  of  the 
relief  granted  has,  on  occasion,  varied  in 
response  to  the  facts  presented  in  each  case.  ' 
For  example,  in  several  instances  a  period  of 
time  of  sufficient  length  to  establish  a  normal 
level  of  operations  after  completion  of  the 
capital  investment  did  not  exist  In  a  number 
of  these  cases,  the  DOE  ordered  that  the 
applicant  be  supplied  with  the  volumes  of 
motor  gasoline  on  which  the  investment  was 
based  (see  e.g.  Lloyd  R.  Crais  OH  Company, 
Case  No.  DEE-2478  (Proposed  Decision 
issued  March  23, 1979):  Cal  Bliss  Enterprises. 
Case  No.  DEE-2388  (Proposed  Decision 
issued  April  5, 1979);  and  Sea  Shell  Car 
Wash.  Case  No.  Dl^-2823  (Proposed 
Decision  issued  April  19, 1979)).  In  other 
cases  of  this  nature,  the  DOE  concluded  that 
the  relief  should  be  based  on  the  quantity  of 
gasoline  purchased  by  similar  outlets  in  the 
same  marketing  area  (see  e.g  Canal  and 
Claiborne  Rentals.  Case  No.  DEE-2181 
(Proposed  Decision  issued  March  23, 1979)). 

In  another  group  of  cases  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  concluded  that  the 
amount  of  gasoline  to  be  supplied  to  the 
applicant  should  be  based  upon  an  agreement 
between  the  applicant  and  its  supplier  as  to 
the  gasoline  generally  supphed  t^similar 
outlets.  That  agreement  was  to  govern  the 
firm's  allocation  until  the  matter  could  be 
reviewed  by  the  appropriate  Office  of  Fuels 
Regulation  in  an  QIA  Regional  Office.  See 
e.g.  L.  /.  Bonnafons.  Case  No.  DEE-3721 
(Proposed  Decision  issued  April  25, 1979); 
Acree  Oil  Company,  Inc..  Case  No.  DEE-^52S 
(Proposed  Decision  issued  May  4, 1979); 

Tom’s  Village  Area,  Case  No.  DEE-3181 
(Proposed  Decision  issued  May  7. 1979). 

B.  Tidwell  Cases 
In  the  Tidwell  cases,  the  DOE 
approved  exception  reli^ 
from  the  Activation  Order  on  the  basis  of  a 
showing  by  a  retailer  that  relief  was 
warranted  to  alleviate  a  gross  inequity  to  the 
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citizens  of  the  community  it  served.  In  James 
Tidwell  Chevron,  the  DOE  considered  a 
situation  in  which  the  amount  of  gasoline 
currently  available  to  a  community  was 
substantially  less  than  that  available  in  the 
past  The  situation  involved  had  developed 
because  one-half  of  the  retail  outlets  serving 
the  community  terminated  their  operations. 
After  considering  the  impact  of  that  situation 
on  the  economy  of  the  community  and  the 
underlying  statutory  objectives  of  the  DOE 
regulatory  program,  the  DOE  concluded  that  ^ 
an  exception  should  be  granted.  According  to 
the  determination  issued  in  the  proceeding, 

Tidwell  had  demonstrated  that  it  is 
experiencing  an  increased  demand  for  motor 
gasoline  as  a  result  of  the  fact  that  two  of  the 
four  retail  service  stations  that  were 
operating  during  the  new  base  period  have 
subsequently  closed.  Since  Tidwell  is  unable 
to  obtain  surplus  product  from  Chevron,  the 
citizens  of  Nipomo  face  the  prospect  of 
having  to  make  an  otherwise  unnecessary 
twenty  mile  round  trip  to  the  nearest  town 
where  sufficient  supplies  of  motor  gasoline 
are  available. 

James  Tidwell  Chevron,  slip  op.  at  3.  As  a 
result,  the  DOE  found  that  a  gross  inequity 
existed  and  that  relief  was  appropriate  in 
order  to  fulfill  the  policy  objectives  specified 
in  Section  4(b)(1)(F)  of  the  ^AA  for  the 
“equitable  distribution  of . . .  refined 
petroleum  products. .  .  .  among  all  users." 

Other  cases  decided  on  the  same  basis  as 
Tidwell  includes:  Northland  Oil  Company, 
Case  No.  DEE-2744  (Proposed  Decision 
issued  April  4, 1979),  and  Givan’s  Exxon. 

Case  No.  DEE-3116  (Proposed  Decision 
issued  April  26, 1979).  Generally,  applicants 
for  relief  in  Tidwell  cases  were  given  a  base 
period  use  that  enabled  them  to  provide  an 
appropriate  supply  of  motor  gasoline  to  the 
residents  of  the  community  they  serve. 

III.  Determination  Concerning  the  Existence 
of  Classes 

The  applicants  listed  in  Appendices  A  and 
B  of  this  Decision  have  been  foimd  in  earlier 
decisions  of  the  DOE  to  be  qualified  for 
exception  relief  under  the  Anger  or  Tidwell 
standards.  The  procedural  mechanism  for 
granting  relief  in  these  cases  has  differed, 
however.  In  some  cases,  the  EKDE  has  issued 
a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  accompanied 
by  a  stay  of  the  Activation  Order.  The  stay 
provided  immediate  relief  from  the  adverse 
impact  of  the  regulations  on  the  basis  of  a 
finding  that,  in  the  absence  of  immediate 
relief,  the  firm  involved  would  incur  an 
irreparable  injury.  10  CFR  205.125(b).  In  the 
ordinary  course  of  these  proceedings,  a  final 
decision  on  the  exception  application  will  be 
issued  after  the  date  of  this  Decision.  In  other 
cases  referred  to  in  Appendices  A  and  B,  a 
final  order  granting  exception  relief  has 
already  been  issued.  In  addition  to  the  listed 
cases,  there  are  other  cases  which  have  been 
decided  by  Regional  Offices  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  pursuant  to  Anger  or 
Tidwell  principles,  and  these  cases  also  are 
affected  by  this  Decision. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  are  a  very 
large  number  of  pending  applications  for 
exception  involving  motor  gasoline  allocation 
and  the  fact  that  expeditious  processing  of 


each  of  these  cases  for  an  extension  of  relief 
is  difficult  on  an  individual  basis,  we  have 
considered  whether  a  class  processing  should 
be  initiated  to  consider  the  extension  of 
exception  relief  in  Anger  and  Tidwell  cases. 

In  previous  decisions,  we  have  referred  to 
Rule  No.  23  of  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure  for  guidance  as  to  the  prerequisites 
which  might  be  used  in  administrative  class 
action  proceedings.  See  Class  Exception 
Proceeding  Adjusting  April  1979  Base  Period 
Volumes  of  Motor  Gasoline  for  Retail  Sales 
Outlets  and  Wholesale  Purchaser- 
Consumers,  Case  No.  DEE-3726  (Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  issued  April  19, 1979): 
American  Petroleum  Refiners  Association, 
Inc.,  Case  No.  FEE-4443  (Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  issued  April  9, 1979);  and 
Retroactive  Application  of  the  Separate 
Inventories  Amendment,  4  FEA  Par.  83,099 
(1976).  Under  Rule  No.  23(a),  a  class  action 
may  be  maintained: 
only  if  (1)  the  class  is  so  numerous  that 
joinder  of  all  members  is  impracticable,  (2) 
there  are  questions  of  law  or  fact  common  to 
the  class,  (3)  the  claims  or  defenses  of  the 
representative  parties  are  typical  of  the 
claims  or  defenses  of  the  class,  and  (4)  the 
representative  parties  will  fairly  and 
adequately  protect  the  interests  of  the  class. 

In  this  proceeding,  we  are  considering  the 
formation  of  classes  each  of  which  contains 
fewer  members  than  the  class  we  formed  in 
the  Close  Exception  Proceeding  Adjusting 
April  1979  Base  Period  Volumes.  In  that  case, 
the  class  that  was  formed  had  several 
hundred  members.  By  comparison.  Appendix 
A  lists  47  potential  members  of  the  Anger 
class,  which  plso  may  contain  an  additional 
45  members  as  a  result  of  decisions  of 
Regional  Offices  of  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals.  Appendix  B  lists  six  members 
of  the  Tidwell  class,  which  may  also  contain 
a  number  of  additional  members  as  a  result 
of  decisions  of  Regional  Offices  of  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

In  applying  the  criteria  which  we  have 
adopted  for  purposes  of  determining  the 
existence  of  a  class,  we  must  take  into 
account  the  fact  that  the  very  large  doqket  of 
pending  cases  has  severely  limited  the  ability 
of  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  to 
issue  prompt  determinations  in  all  cases  in 
which  serious  financial  harm  is  being 
incurred.  Delay  in  resolving  requests  for 
extension  of  exception  relief  could  lead  to 
serious  and  often  irreparable  injury  to  both 
the  members  of  the  proposed  classes  and  to 
applicants  in  other  pending  cases. 

In  light  of  the  factors  discussed  above,  we 
have  determined  that  both  the  Anger  and 
Tidwell  classes  are  so  numerous  diat  the 
joinder  of  all  members  is  impracticable. 

The  second  criterion  for  forming  a  class 
relates  to  whether  there  are  questions  of  law 
or  fact  common  to  the  class.  We  find  that 
with  respect  to  each  class,  the  essential  facts 
relating  to  each  member  are  different 
However,  those  facts  have  already  been 
determined  in  prior  cases,  and  there  exists  a 
common  thread  because  all  of  those  cases 
were  decided  by  reference  to  the  same  legal 
principle.  We  find  therefore  that  there  is  a 
question  of  law  common  to  all  members  of 
each  of  these  two  classes. 


The  third  criterion  relates  to  whether  the 
claims  or  defenses  of  the  representative 
parties  ary  typical  of  the  claims  or  defenses 
of  the  class.  In  this  proceeding,  we  are 
confronted  by  the  unique  circumstance  that 
each  member  of  the  class  has  had  an 
opportunity  to  present  its  case  in  a  prior 
proceeding  and  that  interested  parties  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  appear  in  those  prior 
proceedings  and  also  have  had  available  to 
them  avenues  of  legal  recourse  with  which  to 
challenge  the  decision  reached  in  those  prior 
proceedings.  As  a  consequence,  the  only 
claims  or  defenses  relevant  to  this  proceeding 
are:  (1)  claims  or  defenses  already  presented, 
or  (2)  daims  or  defenses  resulting  ^m 
changed  circumstances  affecting  the 
additional  period  with  respect  to  which  relief 
is  being  considered  but  not  affecting  the  prior 
period  in  which  it  was  granted.  To  the  extent 
that  there  may  be  changed  circumstances,  we 
have  adopted  means  to  discover  these 
changes  and  to  terminate  relief.  These  means 
are  discussed  later  in  this  Decision.  Since  we 
adopted  these  means,  we  have  determined 
that  the  members  of  each  of  the  proposed 
classes  have  common  claims  which  are 
typical  of  their  dass. 

With  respect  to  the  final  criterion  for 
forming  a  dass,  we  must  determine  whether 
the  representative  parties  will  fairly  and 
adequately  represent  the  interest  of  the  class. 
In  this  case,  however,  each  party  has  had  an 
opportunity  to  present  relevant  arguments  in 
cases  whidi  were  individually  dedded.  A 
fortiori  we  find  that  the  class  is  fairly  and 
adequately  represented. 

For  reasons  presented,  we  find  that  the 
criteria  for  forming  a  dass  are  met  with 
respect  to  the  Anger  and  Tidwell  classes, 
eadh  of  which  sh^  therefore  be  subject  to  a 
determination  in  this  proceeding. 

TV.  Determination  Concerning  the  Granting 
of  Relief 

The  criteria  for  granting  relief  in  Anger 
cases  are  discuss^  in  Section  IIA  of  this 
dedsion.  The  purpose  of  granting  relief  to 
members  of  the  Anger  dass  until  May  31, 

1979  was  to  permit  them  to  earn  a  return  on 
their  investments  which  they  would  be 
unable  to  realize  because  the  gasoline 
allocation  regulations  refer  to  a  base  period 
during  which  their  sales  did  not  reflect  the 
effect  of  their  investment  The  investments 
made  by  members  of  the  Anger  class 
previously  have  been  found  to  be  substantial, 
generally  in  excess  of  $10,000.  In  applying  the 
principle  invdved  in  the  Anger  case,  it  also 
was  necessary  to  find  that  the  investment 
was  made  after  the  updated  base  period 
commenced.  Hence,  each  of  the  Anger 
investments  has  already  been  determined  to 
be  suffidently  substantial  so  that  an 
adequate  return  could  not  have  been  received 
between  the  time  the  initial  investment  was 
made  and  May  31, 1979,  the  time  the  original 
relief  expired.  It  is  therefore  our  conclusion 
that  the  same  factors  governing  the  likelihood 
of  success  on  the  merits  govern  the  period  for 
extended  relief  as  governed  the  initial  period. 

Members  of  the  Tidwell  class  are  receiving 
the  type  of  relief  specified  in  Section  IIB  of 
this  opinion.  The  purpose  of  granting  relief  of 
that  nature  to  members  of  this  class  until 
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May  31. 1979  was  to  avoid  gross  inequities  to 
residents  of  the  communities  involved.  Those 
inequities  developed  because  of  a  reduction 
in  the  number  of  retail  outlets  serving  the 
community.  Althou^  it  is  possible  that 
alternative  sources  of  supply  have  become 
available  subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the 
DOE  decision,  the  likelihood  of  such  an 
occurrence  is  sli^t  We  have  determined  that 
for  members  of  ^s  class  the  likelihood  of 
success  on  the  merits  is  generally  the  same  as 
existed  during  the  period  for  extended  relief 
as  existed  in  the  initial  period. 

In  previously  granting  stay  relief  to 
members  of  the  Anger  and  Tidwell  class  we 
also  considered  whether  the  members  would 
suffer  an  irreparable  infury  if  stay  relief  were 
not  granted.  10  CFR  20S.i;^b)(l).  In  a 
number  of  these  cases,  we  made  findings  that 
there  would  be  irreparable  injury,  generally 
because  members  of  the  Anger  class  were 
incurring  a  fintuicial  loss  and  were  in  danger 
of  bank^tcy  if  relief  were  not  granted  or 
because  customers  of  members  of  the  Tidwell 
class  were  suffering  irreparable  injury  due  to 
lack  of  availability  of  gasoline  in  their 
locality.  Since  the  original  relief  was  granted, 
the  regulatory  environment  has  generally 
remained  the  same  while  the  economic 
environment  in  the  motor  gasoline  area  has 
become  more  strained.  The  gasoline  shortage 
continues.  In  general,  allocation  fractions 
applied  by  suppliers  in  distributing  gasoline 
have  declined,  with  the  result  that  members 
of  the  Anger  class  and  customers  of  members 
of  the  Tidwell  class  may  expect  to  receive 
smaller  fractions  of  their  allocable  supply 
during  the  period  of  extended  relief  than 
during  the  original  period  of  relief. 

Consequently,  we  have  examined  the 
criteria  for  a  stay  in  Section  205.125(b)  and 
we  have  determined  that  for  members  of  both 
Anger  and  Tidwell  classes,  the  grounds  for  a 
stay  continue  to  exist  and  it  is  appropriate  to 
extend  through  September  30, 1979  the  relief 
originally  granted  through  May  31, 1979. 

In  addition,  for  the  reasons  stated  above, 
we  have  determined  that  exception  relief 
should  be  extended  through  September  30. 
1979  in  those  instances  in  which  fmal 
decisions  granting  relief  through  May  31. 1979 
are  issued  or  have  already  been  issued  to 
members  of  the  Anger  or  Tidwell  classes.  ’ 

We  will  however  adopt  ancillary 
procedures  to  determine  whether  some 
members  of  the  Anger  or  Tidwell  classes  may 
no  longer  be  eligible  for  relief.  First  we  have 
decided  that  relief  shall  not  be  extended  in 
cases  in  which  objections  by  any  aggrieved 
party  to  a  proposed  decision  are  being 
analyzed.  Second,  we  recognize  that  Ganges 
in  the  circumstances  for  which  the  prior  relief 
was  granted  may  have  occurred  in  a  few 
instances.  For  example,  a  recipient  of  Tidwell 
relief  may  find  that  a  competitor  which  had 
been  closed  has  now  reopened.  A  recipient  of 
Anger  relief  may  find  that  reduced  hours  of 
operation  dictated  by  the  current  gasoline 
shortage  may  permit  sufficient  cost  savings  to 
produce  a  substantial  positive  return  on 
investment  Or  a  recipient  of  Anger  relief 

*  Any  fiiin  involved  in  this  proceeding  may,  of 
course,  elect  to  receive  the  allocation  to  which  it 
would  be  entitled  in  the  absence  of  exception  relief 
if  it  is  jester  than  the  assigned  volumes. 


may  find  that  given  the  prevailing  allocation 
fraction  of  his  supplier,  ^  mix  of  sales  of 
different  products  and  the  availability  of 
increased  gross  margins  (or  any  one  of  these 
factors),  a  substantial  positive  return  on 
investment  is  being  achieved.  We  have 
determined  that  the  possibility  that  these 
special  circumstances  may  arise  does  not 
afreet  the  decision  to  establish  classes  of 
applicants  of  the  decision  to  grant  relief,  but 
that  it  does  call  for  special  ancillary 
procedures. 

To  discover  whether  substantial  changes  in 
circumstances  have  octnirred,  we  have 
decided  to  condition  the  extension  of  relief  to 
the  Anger  and  Tidwell  classes  on  a 
requirement  that  each  recipient  of  relief  hie  a 
special  statement  with  the  National  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  on  a  monthly  basis. 
Members  of  the  Tidwell  class  need  only 
disclose  in  this  statement  whether  any 
additional  gasoline  retailers  have  opened 
new  outlets  within  friirty  miles  of  their 
location  during  the  prior  month  and,  if  so, 
their  distance  from  the  exception  applicant's 
station.  Members  of  the  Anger  class  must 
disclose  the  amount  of  a  decrease  of  20 
percent  or  more  in  any  of  the  following 
categories  of  expense:  (1)  total  salaries  for  all 
personnel,  excluding  salaries  for  all 
personnel,  excluding  salaries  of  owners  of 
one-third  or  more  of  the  firm  and  (2)  each 
other  class  of  expense,  as  disclosed  to  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  accounting 
for  25  percent  or  more  of  total  expenses.  The 
decrease  shall  be  measured  from  the  level 
previously  indicated  in  submissions  to  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals.  Members  of 
the  Anger  class  must  also  disclose  the 
amount  of  an  increase  of  20  percent  or  more 
in  any  of  the  following  categories  of  adjusted 
income:  (1)  total  monthly  gross  margin  from 
sales  of  gasoline  (weighted  average  selling 
price  less  the  most  recent  [UFO]  weighted 
average  cost  of  product);  (2)  total  monthly 
gross  margin  (defined  as  in  number  1)  from 
sales  of  other  petroleum  products;  and  (3) 
total  monthly  gross  maigin  (defined  as  in 
number  1)  from  sales  of  other  products  on  the 
same  property  or  an  adjoining  property  under 
common  ownership.  The  changes  shall  be 
measured  from  the  level  previously  indicated 
in  submissions  to  the  Ofrice  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals. 

The  Order  issued  in  this  proceeding  will 
provide  for  who  shall  sign  the  special 
statement  and  shall  state  that  the  special 
statement  must  be  received  by  the  twentieth 
calendar  day  of  the  month  following  the 
month  covered  in  the  statement 

V.  Determination  Concerning  the  Issuance  of 
a  Final  Decision  and  Order 

We  have  in  addition  determined  that  this 
exception  Decision  should  be  issued  in  frnal 
rather  than  proposed  form.  Pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Srction  205.69Qa)  of  the  DOE 
Procedural  Regulations,  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  may  issue  a  final 
Decision  and  O^er  pursuant  to  205.69B 
without  first  issuing  a  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  after  considering  the  following  factors: 

(1)  The  thoroughness  with  which  issues 
have  already  been  argued  in  the  proceeding; 


(2)  The  nature  of  the  evidence  that  has 
already  been  presented  in  the  proceeding  and 
the  likelihood  that  additional  useful  evidence 
would  be  submitted  subsequent  to  the 
issuance  of  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order; 

(3)  The  need  for  an  expeditous 
determination  of  the  issues  presented; 

(4)  The  financial  resources  with  which 
existing  parties  can  participate  effectively  in 
continued  proceedings; 

(5)  Whether  an  exception  was  previously 
granted  or  denied  to  the  applicant  for  the 
same  reasons  advanced  in  the  present 
proceeding;  and 

(6)  The  public  interest 

It  is  our  judgment  that  a  consideration  of 
these  factors  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
final  Decision  and  Order  should  be  issued. 
This  determination  is  consistent  %vith  our 
announced  intention,  in  the  preamble  to  a 
recent  amendment  of  die  procedural 
regulations,  to  use  Section  205.e9C(a),  with 
respect  to  applications  for  extension  of 
exception  relief.  44  Fed.  Reg.  16,854  (March 
20, 1979),  C.C.H.  Federal  Energy  Guidelines 
Par.  40,418  at  p.  40,  979-96. 

As  of  May  7, 1979,  the  National  Ofrice  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  has  issued  48  days 
involving  the  Anger  criteria  and  6  stays 
involving  Tidwell  case.  The  issues  related  to 
those  proceedings  and  to  similar  proceedings 
resolved  by  Regional  Offices  of  the  Ofrice  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  have  been  thoroughly 
argued  by  the  parties  and  analyzed  by  the 
DOE.  Secondly,  since  the  exception  relief 
provided  in  this  Decision  merely  extends  the 
relief  granted  in  the  prior  Decisions,  and 
since  the  DOE  has  not  received  any 
objections  from  aggrieved  parties  (other  than 
applicants)  to  these  origin^  Decisions,  it 
seems  very  unlikely  that  any  new  evidence 
would  be  provided  subsequent  to  the 
issuance  of  this  Order  in  proposed  form.  The 
^need  for  an  expeditious  determination  of  the 
issues  presented  in  this  proceeding  is  evident 
from  the  fact  that  the  relief  previously 
granted  to  these  firms  expired  on  May  31, 
1979.  Furthermore,  the  issuance  of  this 
Decision  in  final  form  is  clearly  in  the  public 
interest  A  final  Decision  will  allow  the 
affected  firms  to  determine  their  allocations 
of  motor  gasoline  for  the  ensuing  months  and 
to  plan  accordingly.  This  action  will  also 
permit  more  efficient  utilization  of  the  limited 
resources  of  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  in  deciding  the  large  number  of 
pending  proceedings.  Finally,  in  light  of  the 
absence  of  objections  from  aggrieved  parties 
to  the  relief  previously  granted,  it  seems  very 
unlikely  that  other  persons  «vill  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  issuance  of  this  Decision  in 
final  form.  On  the  basis  of  the  considerations 
noted  above,  we  have  concluded  that  those 
firms  which  received  or  which  will  receive 
exception  relief,  effective  through  May  31. 
1979,  from  the  Activation  Order  under  the 
Anger  or  Tidwell  standards  and  which  are 
listed  in  Appendices  A  or  B  should  be 
granted  an  extension  of  this  relief  through 
September  30, 1979.  In  addition,  firms 
identified  by  the  Regional  Offices  of  the 
Ofrice  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  as  belonging 
to  the  Anger  or  Tidwell  classes,  as  defined  in 
this  Decision,  shall  also  be  granted  an 
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extension  of  this  relief  through  September  30, 
1979, 

Our  decision  that  a  final  Decision  and 
Order  should  be  issued  is  made  with  an 
awareness  that,  as  a  result  of  changing 
circumstances  or  changing  base  period 
suppliers  for  June,  July,  August,  or  September, 
objections  which  did  not  exist  during  the 
initial  relief  period  may  arise  because  of  the 
extension  of  exception  relief.  It  is  our 
determination  that  this  possibility  should  not 
defer  immediate  implementation  of  the 
extension  of  exception  relief.  However, 
persons  wishing  to  raise  objections  which 
have  not  previously  been  raised  may  do  so 
by  filing  an  Application  to  Modity  this 
Decision  pursuant  to  10  CFR,  Part  205 
Subpart  J. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that: 

(1)  The  exception  relief  specified  in 
Paragraph  (7)  of  this  Order  shall  be 
applicable  to  all  members  of  the  Anger  and 
all  members  of  the  Tidwell  classes, 

(2)  The  Anger  class  consists  of  all  firms 
whose  base  period  use  of  motor  gasoline  for 
any  part  of  the  period  beginning  on  March  1, 
1979  and  ending  on  May  31, 1979  was 
adjusted  on  the  basis  of  the  principles  set 
forth  in  Leo  Anger,  Inc.,  Case  No.  DEE-2326 
(March  23, 1979)  and  pursuant  to  eithen 

(a)  a  stay  issued  by  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  incident  to  an  Application  for 
Exception  filed  by  the  firm:  or 

(b)  a  final  Decision  and  Order  issued  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  issued 
either  prior  to  or  subsequent  to  the  date  of 
issuance  of  this  Order. 

(3)  Each  firm  specified  in  Appendix  A  of 
this  Decision  and  Order  has  been  determined 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Anger  class.  The  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals  may  fivm  time  to 
time  issue  Supplemental  Orders  specifying 
additional  firms  that  are  members  of  the 
Anger  class. 

(4)  The  Tidwell  class  consists  of  all  firms 
whose  base  period  use  of  motor  gasoline  for 
any  part  of  the  period  beginning  on  March  1. 
1979  and  ending  on  May  31, 1979  was 
adjusted  on  the  basis  of  the  principles  stated 
in  James  Tidwell  Chevron,  3  DOE  Par.  — 
(June  8, 1979)  and  pursuant  to: 

(a)  a  stay  issued  by  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  incident  to  an  Application  for 
Exception  filed  by  the  firm;  or 

(b)  a  final  Decision  and  Order  issued  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  either 
prior  to  or  subsequent  to  the  date  of  issuance 
of  this  Order. 

(5)  Each  firm  specified  in  Appendix  B  of 
this  Decision  and  Order  has  been  determined 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Tidwell  class.  The 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  may  from 
time  to  time  issue  Supplemental  Orders 
specifying  additional  firms  that  are  members 
of  the  Tidwell  class. 

(6)  Notwithstanding  any  prior  provision  of 
this  Order,  a  firm  shall  be  excluded  from  the 
Anger  and  Tidwell  classes  if: 

(a)  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  has 
been  issued  in  the  proceeding  in  which  the 
firm  involved  sought  an  exception  for  any 
part  of  the  March  1. 1979  to  May  31. 1979 
period; 


(b)  a  Notice  of  Objection  has  been  filed  in 
that  proceeding  by  an  aggrieved  party  other 
than  the  applicant;  and 

(c)  a  final  Decision  and  Order  has  not  yet 
been  issued  in  that  proceeding. 

(7)  The  base  period  use  of  motor  gasoline 
for  each  member  of  the  Anger  and  Tidwell 
classes  for  eadi  month  of  the  June,  July, 
August,  and  September  1979  period  shall  be 
the  weighted  average  monthly  base  period 
use  established  in  either  the  stay  or  the  final 
Decision  and  Order  issued  to  the  firm  for  the 
March  through  May  1979  period.  In  the  event 
the  final  Decision  and  Order  specifies  a 
different  amount  firom  the  stay,  the  final 
Decision  shall  establish  the  base  period  use 
for  the  purposes  of  this  paragraph. 

(8)  Each  member  of  the  Anger  class  shall 
file  special  statements  which  meet  the 
following  criteria: 

(a)  The  special  statement  shall  be  clearly 
labelled  with  the  name  and  number  assigned 
to  the  Application  for  Exception,  both  on  the 
statement  itself  and  on  the  outside  of  the 
envelope  in  which  it  is  mailed. 

(b)  llie  statement  shall  be  filed  for  each 
month  of  the  months  June  through  September 
1979  and  shall  be  mailed  to  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  no  later  than  the 
twentieth  day  of  the  month  following  the 
month  to  which  the  Statement  pertains. 

(c)  The  statement  shall  disclose  the  amount 
of  a  decrease  of  20  percent  or  more  in  any  of 
the  following  categories  of  expenses;  (i)  total 
salaries  of  all  personnel,  excluding  salaries  to 
owners  of  one-third  or  more  of  the  firm  and 
(ii)  each  other  class  of  expense,  as  disclosed 
to  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
accounting  few  2S  percent  or  more  of  total 
expenses.  The  decrease  shall  be  measured 
from  the  level  previously  indicated  in 

,  submissions  to  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals. 

(d)  The  statement  shall  disclose  the  amount 
of  an  increase  of  20  percent  or  more  in  any  of 
the  following  categories  of  adjusted  income: 
(i)  total  monthly  gross  margin  from  sales  of 
gasoline  (weighted  average  selling  price  less 
the  most  recent  [If  O)  weighted  average  cost 
of  product;  (ii)  total  soonthly  gross  margin 
(define  as  in  subacolion  (i))  from  sales  of 
other  petroleum  products;  and  (iii)  total 
monthly  gross  nwgin  (defined  as  in 
subsection  (i))  frosa  sales  of  other  products  on 


the  same  property  or  an  adjoining  property 
under  common  ownership.  The  changes  shall 
be  measured  from  the  level  previously 
indicated  in  submissions  to  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

(e)  The  statement  shall  be  signed,  if 
practicable,  by  the  principal  owner.  If  the 
principal  owner  is  not  available,  it  may  be 
signed  by  the  owners  of  at  least  a  twenty-five 
percent  interest  in  the  business.  If  the  owners 
of  at  least  a  twenty-five  percent  interest  in 
the  business  also  are  not  available,  then  it 
may  be  signed  by  the  authorked 
representative  of  the  principal  owner  or  of 
the  owners  of  at  least  a  twenty-five  percent 
interest  in  the  business. 

(9)  Members  of  the  Tidwell  class  shall  file 
special  statements  which  meet  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  sections  (a),  (b),  and  (e)  of  Paragraph 
(8)  of  this  Order  and  which  also  meet  the 
following  criterion;  the  statement  must 
disclose  the  name,  significant  characteristics, 
and  distance  firom  the  member's  station  of 
any  motor  gasoline  statiem  which  operated 
within  30  miles  of  the  member's  station 
during  the  month  of  the  Statement  but  either 
was  not  operating  at  the  time  of  prior  filings 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  or 
was  not  discussed  in  those  filings. 

(10)  Relief  granted  in  diis  Order  is  subject 
to  modification  or  revocation  upon 
consideration  of  the  facts  submitted  in  a 
special  statement. 

(11)  Relief  granted  in  this  Order  is  subject 
to  nitrification  or  revocation  upon 
consideration  of  an  Ai^hcation  for 
Modification  which  may  be  filed  under 
Subpart  J  of  the  DOE  Procedural  Regulations. 

(12)  To  the  extmt  that  the  full  amount  of 
exception  relief  has  not  been  granted  as 
requested,  an  Appeal  frtnn  those  portions  of 
this  Decision  wUch  deny  in  part  the  relief 
requested  may  be  filed  by  any  person  who  is 
aggrieved  or  adversely  affected  by  the  denial 
of  exception  relief.  Such  Appeal  shall  be  filed 
«vith  the  Federal  Energy  Re^atory 
Commission  pursuant  to  18  CFR  1.40. 43  Fed. 
Reg.  35907  (1978). 

(13)  All  other  portions  of  diis  Decision 
constitute  final  Orders  oi  the  Department  of 
Energy  of  which  any  aggrieved  party  may 
seek  judicial  review. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
june  18, 1979. 


Appondti  A.— »4eait>er8  of  ate  Anger  Class,  Identified  by  the  National  OfSoe  o!  Hearings  ana  Appeals 


Name 


Dale  of  itauance  o( 
Caaa  No.  piopoaad  decision 
and  of  stay 


.  DPF-Slia... 

_  ApfSIO,  1979 

. . .  DEE-352S... 

.  May  7, 1079. 

_ _  DEE-2750 

_  Aprs  19. 1979 

.  DEE..291S 

Aprt  19. 1979. 

.  □EE..a477 

.  ApM  4.  1979. 

. .  DEE-3721 

...  Aprs  25. 1979. 

OEE-asas 

Apd  9, 1979 

Bui  WollA'ft  ybif  MvM  . 

. .  . .  DEE-33S7 

May  1. 1979. 

. .  .  DEE-230e 

Match  23. 1979 

_  _ _  DEE-238S„ 

_  AprI  5. 1979 

. . .  DEE-3291  „ 

.  Aixl  19. 1979. 

. .  DEE-aiSI 

..  March  23. 1979 

npE-rwi... 

ApiS  17. 1979. 

.  DEE-aais... 

Match  29, 1979 

. .  DEE-2609 _ 

April  6. 1979. 

rkinrrwU  Arik  cm  . . . . . . 

. . . DEE-2827 

...  _.  Apt*  19.  1979. 

nFF-ao2B .. 

A^  13, 1979 

. . . . DEE-3004  _ 

_  Apit  18. 1979. 
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AppwMilx  k.— Members  of  the  Anger  Ctess,  Mentified  by  the  National  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

—Continued  _ _ 

Dale  of  inuanca  of 


Narrw 

Cm*  No 

proposad  daciaion 
and  of  stay 

.  OEi;-3150._ - - 

April  3,  1979.  . 

DEI -2732 _ 

Aprs  18.  1979. 

DEt-2380 _ 

March  23.  1979. 

OEE-2583 . 

April  12. 1979. 

DEE-3752 _ 

May  4.  1979. 

DEE-3085 _ 

April  17,  1979. 

DEE-2691 - 

April  5.  1979. 

DEE-3713 _ 

April  17, 1979. 

DEE-2972 . . 

April  6.  1979. 

DEE-2370 _ 

Aprs  6. 1979. 

_  DEE-2S92 _ 

April  11. 1979. 

.  DEE-2582. _  _ 

April  19.  1979. 

.  DEE-2326 _ 

Mwch  23,  1979. 

......  DEE-2478 _ 

March  23.  1979. 

.  DEE-3541  . 

May  1, 1979. 

_  DEE-262S _  _ 

March  30.  1979. 

.  DEE-2470 . . 

March  27.  1979 

.  DEE-2890 _ 

Aprs  9.  1979. 

April  IS.  1979. 

.  DEE-3030 _ 

DEE-2925 _ 

April  26.  1979. 

_ DEr-3012 _ 

Aprs  6,  1979. 

_  DEI -2823  ._. 

April  19.  1979. 

.  DE(-313S._ 

AivS  13. 1979. 
March  30.  1979. 

DEI  -2461 

DEI  -2725.. 

April  11. 1979. 

May  4.  1979. 

_ _  DEI -3161. 

Wabco  Soirtham  Oil  £  Ofnpany.  Inc - - 

.  DEI -2354 

April  2.  1979. 

Whitman.  Lyla _ _ _ _ _ DEt-3115 - April  6. 1979 

Witaon  Shan  Saivica - - OEf  -2786 - April  6, 1979. 

Young  Laa  (DBA  Big  I kiick  Slop) - - DEt-3390 - April  1^  1979. 


AppwKflji  B.— Members  of  the  Tidwen  Class  Identified  by  the  Natidh^  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 


Date  of  issuanca  of 

Name  Caaa  No.  proposed  dacMon 

and  of  stay 


DEE -2646 _  April  3.  1976. 

DEE-2641 _  April  6,  1979. 

DEE-3116 _  April  26.  1979. 

DEE-2396 _  Mwch  19.  1979. 

DEE -3045 _  May  16.  1979. 

DEE-2744 _  April  4.  1979. 


Crossroads  Gulf  Saevica  Station _ _ 

G  6  C  (Srocaiy  6  Standard  CM  Company 

Givan's  Exxon . . 

Jamas  TidwsN  Chavron . _ 

Jim's  Chevron . 

Northland  Oil  Company . — 


'Final  Dacision  and  Ordar  issuad  Juna  8. 1979. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19491  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  C(X)E  6450-01-M 


Notice  of  Issuance  of  Decisions  and 
Orders  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Week  of  February  12 
Through  February  16, 1979 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  February  12  through  February 
16, 1979.  the  Decisions  and  Orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with 
respect  to  Appeals  and  Applications  for 
Exception  or  other  relief  filed  with  the  - 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  which  were  dismissed  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  and 
the  basis  for  the  dismissal. 

Appeals 

Coastal  States  Gas  Carp.,  Houston,  Tex.. 

DFA-0279.  Freedom  of  Information 

Coastal  States  Gas  Coiporation  filed  an 
Appeal  from  a  partial  denial  by  the  Director 
of  Freedom  of  Information  and  Privacy  Act 
Activities  (the  Director)  of  a  Request  for 
Information  which  the  firm  had  submitted 
under  the  Freedom  of  information  Act  (the 
FOIA).  In  its  Request,  Coastal  States  sought 
access  to  all  records  relating  to  certain 
meetings  held  at  the  offices  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  in  1974.  The  Director 


withheld  two  of  the  documents  encompassed 
by  Coastal  States'  request  and  portions  of  a 
third  on  the  ground  that  they  were  inter¬ 
agency  or  intra-agency  memoranda  exempt 
from  mandatory  disclosure  under  Exemption 
5  of  the  FOIA.  In  addition,  the  Director 
determined  that  two  of  the  documents  are 
investigatory  records  compiled  for  law 
enforcement  purposes  which  are  exempt 
under  Exemption  7(A)  of  the  FOIA. 

In  its  Appeal,  Coastal  States  contended 
that  the  Director  had  neither  adequately 
described  the  records  which  were  withheld 
nor  set  forth  the  bases  on  which  they  were 
considered  exempt  from  mandatory 
disclosure.  After  considering  this  contention, 
the  DOE  determined  that  the  Director 
complied  with  agency  requirements  regarding 
identification  of  withheld  material  as  well  as 
those  regarding  an  explanation  of  the  bases 
for  nondisclosure.  The  DOE  therefore 
rejected  Coastal  States’  contention.  Coastal 
States  also  asserted  in  its  Appeal  that  the 
Director  failed  to  segregate  and  release 
nonexempt  portions  of  the  material.  In  this 
regard,  the  DOE  determined  that  certain 
purely  factual  material  which  was  easily 
segregable  should  be  released.  Coastal 
States'  final  contention  in  its  Appeal  was  that 
the  Director  incorrectly  determined  that  the 
public  interest  does  not  favor  the  disclosure 
of  all  or  any  portions  of  the  withheld 
documents.  'The  DOE  determined  that  release 
of  the  first  two  documents  would  have  a 
"chilling  efrect"  upon  the  deliberative  process 
of  the  agency  with  no  countervailing  beneRt 


to  the  public.  The  public  interest  therefore 
mandated  the  withholding  of  this  material 
from  disclosure.  With  regard  to  the  third 
document,  however,  the  agency  found  that  its 
release  would  have  no  such  effect.  The  DOE 
therefore  determined  that  H  was  in  the  public 
interest  to  release  the  document. 

Fain  Porter  Production  Co..  Alfalfa  County. 

Okla..  DRA-MSe.  Crude  Oil 
Fain  Porter  Production  Company  filed  an 
Ap)>eal  from  a  Remedial  Order  which  was 
issued  to  the  firm  on  November  15, 1977,  The 
Remedial  Order  found  that  during  the  period 
August  1973  through  December  1976  Fain 
Porter  sold  crude  oil  produced  from  several 
properties  at  unlawful  prices.  After 
considering  Fain  Porter's  Appeal  of  the 
Order,  the  DOE  found  that  the  Regional 
Office  incorrectly  determined  that  two  of  the 
firm's  leases  constituted  one  property.  The 
DOE  found  in  this  regard  that  prior  to  1972 
the  State  of  Oklahoma  had  issued  an  order 
establishing  two  drilling  units  on  the  tract  of 
land  covered  by  he  two  leases,  the  DOE 
concluded  that  each  unit  constituted  a 
separate  property.  However,  the  DOE 
rejected  Fain  Porter's  claim  that  it  should  be 
permitted  to  trea  each  of  the  six  reservoirs 
underlying  the  two  leases  as  a  separate 
property.  The  DC'E  also  affirmed  the  Regional 
Office's  conclusion  that  Fain  Porter  was 
required  to  include  in  the  base  production 
control  level  of  one  of  its  properties  2,704 
barrels  of  crude  oil  which  it  had  sold  to  the 
Tulsa  Crude  Oil  Company,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  Tulsa  allegedly  never  paid  for 
the  oil.  On  the  basis  of  these,  considerations, 
the  DOE  granted  in  part  Fain  Porter's  Appeal 
of  the  November  15  Remedial  Order. 
Independent  Oil  Compounders  Association. 

Washington,  D.C.,  DIA-0142.  Lubricating 

Oils  and  Greases 

The  Independent  Oil  Compounders 
Association  (lOCA)  appealed  from  an 
Interpretation  which  the  Acting  General 
Counsel  of  the  DOE  issued  on  December  21. 
1977.  In  that  Interpretation,  the  Acting 
General  Counsel  determined  that  prior  to 
April  3, 1974  finished  lubricants  produced  by 
independent  oil  compounders  were  subject  to 
the  Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  Regulations. 
The  Appeal,  if  granted,  would  have  resulted 
in  the  rescission  of  the  Interpretation  and  a 
determination  that  these  products  were  not 
covered  by  the  price  regulations  during  the 
period  concerned.  In  considering  the  lOCA 
Appeal,  the  DOE  observed  that  while  the 
definition  of  "covered  products"  in  the  price 
regulations  refers  to  the  particular  section  of 
the  Standard  Industrial  Classification  Manual 
concerned  with  petroleum  refining,  the 
products  described  in  that  section  include  the 
products  manufactured  by  oil  compounders. 

In  addition,  the  DOE  found  that  the  Congress, 
in  enacting  the  Emergency  Petroleum 
Allocation  Act  of  1973  (EPAA),  had  intended 
to  subject  each  refined  petroleum  product, 
regardless  of  its  finished  form,  to  price  and 
allocation  regulations.  Finally,  the  DOE 
determined  that  because  the  finished 
lubricants  produced  by  oil  compounders  were 
within  the  regulatory  scope  of  the  EPAA.  the 
Acting  General  Counsel  correctly  relied  on 

Shelly  Oil  Co.  v.  fea. - ^F.  Supp. - (C.  A. 

No.  76-C-238-C,  N.D.  Okla.,  September  8, 
1978),  in  support  of  the  position  that  even  if 
the  definition  of  covered  products  in  the  price 
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regulations  had  failed  to  refer  in  specific 
terms  to  the  products  made  by  oil 
compounders,  such  products,  as  a  matter  of 
law,  would  have  been  subject  to  regulation 
during  the  period  concern^.  For  these 
reasons,  the  DC^  determined  that  the  lOCA 
Appeal  should  be  denied. 

E.  Lyle  Johnson  and  Clayton  E.  Lee,  Moore. 

Okla.,  DRA-0105,  Crude  Oil 
E.  Lyle  Johnson  and  Clayton  E.  Lee  hied  an 
Appeal  from  a  Remedial  Order  which  was 
issued  to  them  by  DOE  Region  VI  on 
December  21, 1977.  In  the  Remedial  Order, 
the  DOE  found  that  during  the  period  March 
through  December  1975  Johnson  and  Lee  sold 
crude  oil  from  the  Roberts  lease  in  Major 
County.  Oklahoma  at  prices  which  exceeded 
the  ceiling  price  levels  specified  in  10  CFR, 
Part  212,  Subpart  D.  In  their  Appeal,  Johnson 
and  Lee  contended  that  in  calculating  the 
average  daily  production  of  the  lease  for 
1974,  the  DOE  incorrectly  attributed  only  181 
producing  days  to  the  lease.  In  considering 
the  Appeal  the  DOE  found  that  production 
from  the  well  had  been  significantly  curtailed 
for  a  period  of  approximately  six  months 
during  1974  and  that  according  to  Ruling 
1975-12  this  period  must  be  excluded  from 
the  calculation  of  average  daily  production. 
The  DOE  further  determined  that  Ruling 
1975-12  does  not  conflict  with  Congressional 
intent  as  alleged  by  Johnson  and  Lee.  Johnson 
and  Lee  also  contended  that  Ruling  1975-12  is 
a  retroaothrc  interpretation  of  the  DOE  price 
regulations  and  that  Section  106  of  the  Energy 
Conservation  and  Production  Act  of  1976 
prohibits  the  DOE  from  issuing  remedial 
orders  based  upm  such  retroactive 
interpretations.  The  DOE  found  that  this 
Section  does  not  apply  to  Johnson  and  Lee’s 
operations.  Finally,  the  DOE  affirmed  its  ri^t 
to  direct  the  recipient  of  a  remedial  order  to 
reduce  prices  and  refund  revenues.  The 
Johnson  and  Lee  Appeal  was  therefore 
denied. 

Miller  ond  Chevalier,  Washington,  D.C., 

DFA-0268,  Freedom  of  Information 
The  law  firm  of  Miller  &  Chevalier 
appealed  from  a  denial  by  the  DOE 
Information  Access  Officer  of  a  Request  for 
Information  submitted  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  In  its  Request,  Miller  & 
Chevalier  sought  the  release  of  a  report 
prepared  under  contract  by  Price, 

Waterhouse  and  Company  in  which  the 
process  employed  by  the  DOE  in  its  audit  of 
selected  major  refiners  was  critically 
reviewed.  The  Information  Access  Officer 
denied  the  release  of  substantial  portions  of 
the  document  on  the  grounds  that  it 
comprised:  (1)  inter-agency  or  intra-agency 
memorandum  exempt  from  mandatory 
disclosure  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C  552(b)(5):  (2) 
law  enforcement  material;  and  (3)  internal 
personnel  rules  and  practices  of  the  DOE 
exempt  from  mandatory  disclosure  pursuant 
to  5  U.S.C  552(b)(2).  On  Appeal  the  DOE 
concluded  that  the  determination  by  the 
Information  Access  Officer  was  correct  in  all 
respects.  However,  the  release  of  additional 
portions  of  the  requested  document  was 
ordered  in  U^t  of  the  public  interest 
consideration  mandat^  by  Section  1004.1  of 
the  DOE  regulations.  The  Appeal  was 


acconfingly  gnmted  in  part  and  denied  in 
part. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp^  New  York,  N.  Y.,  DFA-{XZ86. 

Freedom  of  Information 

Mobil  OU  Corporation  filed  an  Appeal  from 
a  denial  by  the  DOE  Director  of  Freedom  of 
Information  and  Privacy  Act  Activities  (the 
Director)  of  a  Request  for  Information  whidi 
the  firm  had  submitted  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  In  its  Request,  Mobil  sought 
disclosure  of  the  computer  print-out  of  the 
average  and  representative  statistical  price 
data  for  certain  types  of  foreign  crude  oil.  The 
Request  was  deni^  on  the  grounds  that  there 
are  no  documents  in  existence  which  are 
responsive  to  it  In  considering  Mobil's 
Appeal  the  DOE  determined  that  the  print¬ 
out  may  be  available  from  the  Office  of  Fuels 
Regulation.  The  DOE  therefore  remanded 
Mobil’s  Request  to  the  Director  in  order  to 
conduct  a  further  search  for  the  material 
requested  by  the  firm. 

Northeast  Petroleum  Industries,  Inc., 

Washington,  D.C„  DFA-0284,  Freedom  of 

Information 

Northeast  Petn^um  Industries,  Inc.  filed 
an  Appeal  from  a  partial  denial  by  the 
Director  of  Freedom  of  information  and 
Privacy  Act  Activities  (the  Director)  of  a 
Request  for  Information  which  the  firm  had 
submitted  under  the  Pioedom  of  Information 
Act  (the  FCXA).  In  Hs  Mtial  Request, 
Northeast  son^  aooess  to  certain  records 
relating  to  Cost  of  living  Conncil  Form  CLC- 
92.  The  Director  rnteaoed  some  of  the 
documents  ndrich  Nmtheast  had  requested, 
but  withheld  ten  documents  on  the  ground 
that  they  are  Inter-agency  or  intra-agency 
memoranda  which  are  exempt  from 
mandatory  disclosure  under  Exemption  5  of 
the  FOIA.  In  addition,  the  Director  withheld 
another  document  on  the  ground  that  it 
contains  "trade  secrets  and  commercial  or 
financial  information’’  which  is  exempt  from 
mandatory  disclosure  under  Exemption  4  of 
the  FOIA.  In  its  Appeal,  Northeast  contended 
that  the  Director  improperly  determined  that 
the  first  ten  documents  were  exempt  under 
Exemption  5.  In  considering  this  contention, 
the  DOE  determined  that  the  documents  were 
generally  covered  by  Exemption  5  but  that  a 
portion  of  one  document  contains  information 
which  is  purely  factual  and  easily  segregable 
from  its  exempt  portions  and  should  therefore 
be  released.  In  addition,  the  DOE  remanded 
Northeast’s  Request  to  the  Director  for 
further  findings  as  to  whether  release  of  the 
documents  concerned,  although  exempt  from 
mandatory  disclosure,  would  be  contrary  to 
the  public  interest. 

Requests  for  Exception 

Arizona  Fuels  Corp.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

DXE-0224,  DXE-1046,  Crude  Oil 

On  November  21, 1977  the  Arizona  Fuels 
Corporation  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  its  regulatory  obligations 
under  the  Entitlements  Program  (10  CFR 
211.67).  On  April  20, 1978,  Arizona  filed  a 
further  request  for  an  exception  frt>m  the 
Entitlements  Pro^am.  Ihe  Arizona  Fuels 
exception  requests,  if  granted,  would  excuse 
the  firm  from  fulfilling  its  obligation  to 


purchase  entitlements  for  the  period 
November  1977  through  October  1978. 

On  January  20, 1978  the  DOE  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  with  respect  to 
Arizona  Fuels’  November  21. 1977  exception 
request  (Case  No.  DXE-0224).  On  July  14. 

1978  the  DOE  issued  a  further  Proposed 
Decisiim  and  Order  with  respect  to  the  firm’s 
April  20, 1978  exception  request  (Case  No. 
PXE-1046).  In  both  Propos^  Dedsifms  the 
OC^  set  forth  its  preliminary  determination 
that  Arizona  Fuels  had  significantly 
increased  its  receipts  of  old  crude  ml 
subsequent  to  the  1975  calendar  year.  In  this 
regard,  the  DC^  further  determined  that  the 
maximum  amount  of  exceptkm  relief  which 
Arizona  Fuels  should  qualify  to  receive  is  the 
maximum  entitlement  purchase  obligation 
whidi  the  firm  would  incur  during  the 
November  1977  throng  October  1978  period 
if  the  volume  and  composition  of  Arizona 
Fuels’  crude  oil  receipts  and  runs  to  stills 
during  that  period  were  no  different  than  the 
average  monthly  crude  receipts  and  runs 
to  stills  which  it  reported  for  tiie  1975 
calendar  year.  See  Lunday-Thagard  Oil  Co..  2 
DOE  Par.  81,009  (1978). 

In  its  Statement  of  Objections  Arizona 
Fuels  contended  that  the  DOE  inqmiperly 
altered  the  standards  ai^dicable  to 
entitlement  exception  requests  urithout  first 
oamplying  with  statutory  rulemaking 
provieions.  Arizona  also  SMhitaiasd  that  the 
DOB  oodd  not  retroactively  qiply  the  1975 
ImMatian  to  a  period  of  tfane  which  preceded 
the  Janwuy  20  proposed  detarntination.  In 
considering  Arizona  Fuels’  objections,  the 
DCS  held  diat  it  was  proper  fw  the  agency  to 
modify  its  adjudicatory  standards  on  die 
basis  of  a  finding  that  the  prior  standards  led 
to  an  inappropriate  result 

With  respect  to  Arizona  Fiiels’  remaining 
arguments,  the  DOE  concluded  that  the 
action  discussed  in  the  proposed 
determination  was  prospec^e  in  nature.  The 
DCS  concluded  however  that  as  a  matter  of 
equity  and  in  order  to  mitigate  financial 
problems  which  the  firm  alleged  it  was 
experiencing,  die  revised  standards  should 
not  be  applied  to  Arizona  Fuels’  operations 
until  the  month  of  January  1978.  The  DOE 
further  rejected  Arizona  Fuels’  argiiment  that 
the  1975  calendar  year,  used  by  the  DOE  as 
the  historical  period,  is  not  representative  of 
the  firm’s  normal  business  practices  with 
respect  to  the  level  of  crude  oil  receipts,  runs 
to  stills  and  entidements  obligations.  Finally, 
the  DOE  agreed  with  Arizona  Fuels’ 
contention  that  the  agency  had  incorrectly 
determined  the  volume  and  composition  of 
the  firm’s  crude  oil  receipts  and  runs  to  stills 
for  the  1975  calendar  year.  In  view  of  that 
determination,  as  well  as  a  finding  that  the 
firm  should  be  accorded  an  additional 
measure  of  exception  relief  for  the  months  of 
November  and  December  1977,  the  DOE 
concluded  that  the  level  of  exception  relief 
granted  Arizona  Fuels  by  the  January  20  and 
July  14  Proposed  Decision  and  Orders  must 
be  recalculated.  As  a  result  of  the 
recalculation  the  DOE  determined  that 
Arizona  Fuels  should  be  granted  additional 
relief  amounting  to  $194452  for  the  period 
covered  by  the  two  Proposed  Orders. 
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Chevron  USA.  Inc.,  San  Francisco,  Calif., 

DEE-1993.  Crude  Oil 

On  November  3, 1978  Chevron  USA,  Inc. 
nied  an  Application  for  Exception  &om  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  If 
granted,  the  exception  would  permit  the  firm 
^to  sell  a  portion  of  the  crude  oil  produced 
from  the  Himtington  B-PE  Unit,  Main  Zone, 
located  in  the  Huntington  Beach  Field  in 
Orange  County,  California  at  prices  in  excess 
of  the  applicable  ceiling  prices.  In  considering 
the  exception  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
Chevron's  operating  expenses  had  increased 
to  the  point  that  the  firm  no  longer  had  an 
economic  incentive  to.continue  the 
production  of  crude  oil  from  the  Unit.  The 
DOE  also  determined  that  if  Chevron 
abandoned  its  operations  at  the  Huntington 
Unit,  a  substantial  quantity  of  domestic  crude 
oil  would  not  be  recovered.  On  the  basis  bf 
criteria  applied  in  previous  decisions,  the 
DOE  determined  that  Chevron  should  be 
permitted  to  sell  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices 
65.74  percent  of  the  crude  oil  produced  from 
the  Unit  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  owners  during  the  period  November 
3, 1978  through  April  30, 1979. 

Osro  Cobb.  Little  Rock.  Ark.,  DEE-0354, 

Crude  Oil 

Osro  Cobb  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
212,  Subpart  D,  on  behalf  of  the  working  and 
royalty  interest  owners  of  the  Smackover 
Nacatoch  985  Acre  Sand  Unit  (the  Smackover 
Unit),  located  in  Smackover  field  in  Union 
and  Quachita  Counties,  Arkansas.  The 
exception  request,  if  granted,  would  permit 
the  Phillips  Petroleum  Company,  the  Unit 
operator,  to  sell  crude  oil  produced  from  the 
Smackover  Unit  at  market  price  levels. 
According  to  the  Cobb  submission,  the 
owners  of  the  Smackover  Unit  would  make 
capital  investments  to  expand  a  steam  soak 
recovery  program  previously  undertaken  at 
the  property  if  Phillips  were  permitted  to  sell 
all  resulting  incremental  production  at  market 
price  levels.  On  the  basis  of  previous  cases 
and  the  projected  operating  data  submitted 
by  Phillips,  the  DOE  determined  that 
exception  relief  would  provide  the  working 
interest  owners  with  an  economic  incentive 
to  undertake  the  expanded  phases  of  the 
enhanced  recovery  project.  The  DOE 
accordingly  concluded  that  exception  relief 
should  be  approved  that  would  permit  a 
portion  of  the  Unit's  production  to  be  sold  at 
upper  tier  ceiling  prices  to  enable  the  working 
interest  owners  of  the  Smackover  Unit  to 
realize  a  23  percent  rate  of  return  on  their 
incremental  investments  in  the  project. 

Cobb  also  contended  that  exception  relief 
was  warranted  with  respect  to  the  royalty 
interest  owners  of  the  Smackover  Unit.  In 
considering  this  claim,  the  DOE  noted  that  a 
distinction  existed  between  the  economic 
incentive  of  the  working  and  royalty  interest 
owners  to  undertake  a  capital  investment 
project.  The  DOE  referred  to  previous 
Decisions  in  which  exception  relief  had  been 
limited  to  working  interest  owners  since  they 
alone  shared  full  responsibility  for  operating 
expenses  and  investments.  Accordingly,  that 
portion  of  the  exception  request  was  denied 
and  relief  was  limited  to  the  working  interest 
share  of  production. 


Craft  Petroleum  Co.,  Jackson,  Miss.,  DEE- 

1558.  DEE-1559.  Crude  Oil 
Craft  Petroleum  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception 
request,  if  granted,  would- permit  the  firm  to 
sell  a  portion  of  the  crude  oil  produced  from 
the  Hodges  and  Bedford  Leases,  located  in 
the  Corbin  Branch  Field,  Franklin  County, 
Mississippi,  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices.  In 
considering  the  exception  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  Craft's  operating  costs  had 
increased  to  the  point  where  the  firm  no 
longer  had  an  economic  incentive  to  continue 
the  production  of  crude  oil  frt>m  the  two 
leases  if  the  crude  oil  were  subject  to  the 
lower  tier  ceiling  price.  The  DOE  also 
determined  that  if  Craft  abandoned  its 
operations  at  the  properties  a  substantial 
quantity  of  crude  oil  would  not  be  recovered. 
On  the  basis  of  criteria  applied  in  previous 
Decisions,  th^  DOE  determined  in  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  that  Craft  should  be 
permitted  to  sell  43.46  percent  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  from  the  Bedford  Lease  and  76.89 
percent  of  the  crude  oil  produced  fit)m  the 
Hodges  Lease  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  owners  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 

On  January  11, 1979  Craft  filed  a  Statement  of 
Objections  to  the  issuance  of  the  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  in  final  form.  In  its 
Statement  of  Objections,  Craft  asserted  that 
it  was  entitled  to  additional  relief  under  the 
criteria  established  in  Chevron  U.S.A.,  2  DOE 

Par. - (January  3, 1979).  The  DOE 

determined  that  Craft,  pursuant  to  the 
precedent  established  in  Chevron,  was 
entitled  to  exception  relief  as  of  the  date  the 
firm's  exception  application  contained  the 
material  necessary  for  analysis.  The  DOE 
determined,  however,  that  Craft  was  not 
entitled  to  the  $.50  per  barrel  adjustment  set 
forth  in  Chevron  since  net  revenue  from  each 
property  was  in  excess  of  $10,000  during  the 
May  1973  period. 

Don  Baldwin  Oil,  Gloversville,  N.  Y.,  DEE- 
1062 

John  Galt,  Inc.,  Hyattsville,  Md.,  DEE-1053 
H.  C .  Mayer  and  Sons,  Inc.,  Wayzata,  Minn., 

,  DEE-1343 

Wilmot  Oil  Co.,  Seabrook,  N.H.,  DEE-1063. 
DEE-1172 

Shur-Heet  Oil  Co..  Lindhurst,  N.J.,  No.  2 
Heating  Oil 

Five  firms  filed  Applications  for  Exception 
from  the  reporting  requirements  set  forth  in 
Form  ElA  9  (“No.  2  Heating  Oil  Supply/Price 
Monitoring  Report").  The  exception  requests, 
if  granted,  would  relieve  each  firm  of  the 
requirement  to  complete  and  file  Form  EIA  9 
with  the  Energy  Information  Administration 
of  the  Department  of  Energy.  After 
considering  the  exception  submissions,  the 
DOE  concluded  that  none  of  the  applicants 
had  demonstrated  that  it  was  affected  in  a 
particulary  adverse  manner  as  compared  to 
the  group  of  firms  selected  to  submit  this 
Form.  Accordingly,  on  September  28, 1978  the 
DOE  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
which  tentatively  determined  that  each 
Application  be  denied.  Subsequently,  two  of 
the  five  firms  filed  Statements  of  Objections. 

In  its  statement  of  Objections.  John  Galt, 
Inc.  contended  that  it  would  be  forced  to  hire 


an  outside  accountant  to  complete  the  Form. 

In  rejecting  this  argmnent,  the  DOE  noted 
that  Galt  had  failed  to  identify  those  portions 
of  the  Form  which  it  found  particularly 
difficult  to  complete  and  had  failed  to  provide 
any  persuasive  reasons  regarding  the 
necessity  of  hiring  additional  personnel  to 
complete  the  Form.  Accordingly,  the  DOE 
determined  that  no  factual  basis  existed  on 
which  to  conclude  that  the  reporting 
requirements  of  Form  EIA  9  imposed  an 
inordinate  burden  on  the  firm. 

In  considering  the  Statement  of  Objections 
filed  by  Don  Baldwin  Oil,  however,  the  DOE 
found  compelling  reasons  for  granting  the 
firm  exception  relief.  The  DOE  noted  that  one 
of  the  two  proprietors  of  the  firm  had  recently 
sufiered  from  serious  medical  infirmities 
which  severely  impaired  her  ability  to 
perform  her  usual  administrative  duties  for 
the  firm.  Under  these  circumstances,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  requirements  of  filing  Form 
EIA  9  would  further  impede  the  firm's  ability 
to  carry  out  its  essential  operations. 
Accordingly,  the  DOE  concluded  that  an 
exception  was  warranted  which  would 
relieve  Baldwin  of  its  obligation  to  file  the 
Form. 

IV.  B.  Jayred,  Houston,  Tex.,  DEE-1948. 

Crude  Oil 

W.  B.  Jayred  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
212,  Subpart  D,  which,  if  granted,  would  have 
permitted  the  firm  to  sell  at  market  prices  the 
crude  oil  produced  for  the  benefit  of  the 
working  interest  owners  of  the  Delta  Mineral 
No.  3A  6550’  SU  397  Lease  located  in  the 
Stella  Field,  Plaquemines  Parish,  Louisiana. 

In  considering  the  exception  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  Jayred's  operating  costs  had 
increased  to  the  point  where  the  firm  no 
longer  had  an  economic  incentive  to  continue 
the  production  of  crude  oil  from  the  Delta  3A 
Lease.  The  DOE  also  determined  that  if 
Jayred  abandoned  its  operations  at  the  Lease, 
a  substantial  quantity  of  domestic  crude  oil 
would  not  be  recovered.  On  the  basis  of  the 
criteria  applied  in  previous  Decisions,  the 
DOE  determined  that  Jayred  should  be 
permitted  to  sell  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices 
88.25  percent  of  the  ^^de  oil  produced  for  the 
benefit  of  the  working  interest  owners  of  the 
Delta  3A  Lease. 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  Bartlesville.  Okla.. 

DEE-1888,  Crude  Oil 

Phillips  Petroleum  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D,  which,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  a 
portion  of  the  crude  oil  produced  from  the 
Evelyn  “A”  Lease,  located  in  Converse 
Coimty,  Wyoming,  at  market  price  levels.  In 
considering  the  exceptions  request  the  DOE 
fund  that  Phillips’ operating  costs  had 
increased  to  the  point  where  the  firm  no 
longer  had  an  economic  incentive  to  continue 
crude  oil  extraction  operations  at  the  Evelyn 
‘‘A’’  Lease.  The  DOE  therefore  determined 
that  exception  relief  should  be  granted  which 
permits  Phillips  to  sell  the  crude  oil  produced 
from  the  lease  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  owners  at  market  price  levels  not  to 
exceed  $19.32  during  the  period  September 
26. 1978  through  March  31. 1979. 
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Shell  Oil  Co..  Houston.  Tex..  DEE-20J4. 

Motor  Gasoline 

Shell  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  Uie  provisions  of  10  CFR 
211.10  which,  if  granted,  would  permit  Shell 
to  allocate  motor  gasoline  on  the  basis  of 
either  a  customer’s  actual  purchases  of  motor 
gasoline  during  the  corresponding  month  of 
the  preceding  calendar  year  or  the  1972  base 
period,  whichever  is  greater.  In  considering 
the  request,  the  DOE  foimd  that  the  combined 
effect  of  marketing  changes  in  the  industry 
since  1972  and  the  operation  of  the  DOE  price 
and  allocation  regulations  would  cause  the 
class  of  dealers  supplied  directly  by  Shell  to 
bear  a  significantly  greater  burden  than  the 
class  of  dealers  supplied  by  Shell  Jobbers  in 
the  event  of  a  supply  shortage.  Accordingly, 
the  DOE  concluded  that  Shell’s  Application 
for  Exception  should  be  granted  in  order  to 
prevent  an  unfair  distribution  of  burdens 
between  the  two  classes  of  dealers. 

Remedial  Order 

Woodyard  Drilling  Co..  Chesterhill.  Ohio, 
DRO-0079.  Crude  Oil 

Woodyard  Drilling  Company  filed  a 
Statement  of  Objections  to  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  (PRO)  which  DOE  Region  V 
issued  to  the  firm  on  June  23, 1978.  In  the 
PRO,  Region  V  foimd  that  during  the  period 
December  1, 1973  through  August  31, 1976, 
Woodyard  improperly  dassified  its  Hillyer 
property  as  a  stripper  well  property  and 
accordingly  sold  the  crude  oil  produced  from 
that  property  at  unlawful  price  levels.  In  its 
Statement  of  Objections,  Woodyard 
contended  that  the  procedures  followed  in  its 
case  were  in  violation  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act;  that  Woodyard  was 
not  aware  of  the  applicable  regulations:  that 
either  the  landowner  or  purchaser  was 
responsible  for  certifying  the  property  as  a 
stripper  well  property;  that  the  property  was 
correctly  dassified  as  a  stripper  well  in  1976; 
and  that  Woodyard  should  be  held 
responsible  for  only  a  portion  of  the 
overcharges.  In  considering  Woodyard’s 
objections,  the  DOE  deterimined  that  the 
firm’s  procedural  arguments  were  without 
merit.  The  DOE  also  held  that  Woodyard  had 
an  affirmative  obligation  to  know  the  law.  As 
the  operator  of  the  Hillyer  property,  the  DOE 
found  that  Woodyard  was  responsible  for  the 
erroneous  certification  of  the  tract  as  a 
stripper  well  property  and  that  Woodyard 
was  properly  made  responsible  for  the 
overcharges.  Finally,  the  DOE  found  that  the 
Hillyer  property  apparently  did  not  qualify 
for  stripper  well  status  in  1976  based  upon  its 
1975  production.  On  the  basis  of  these 
findings,  the  DOE  rejected  Woodyard’s 
objections  and  issued  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  as  a  final  Remedial  Order. 

Request  for  Modification  and/or  Rescission 
r-C  Oil  Co..  San  Antonio,  TX.,  DRR-0035, 
Crude  Oil 

T-C  Oil  Conipany  filed  an  Application  for 
Modification  or  Rescission  of  a  Decisions  and 
Order  which  the  DOE  issued  to  the  firm  on 
October  12. 1978.  the  October  12, 1978 
Decision  and  Order  denied  T-C  Oil’s  Appel  of 
a  Remedial  Order  which  DOE  Region  VI 
issued  to  the  firm  on  January  6, 1978.  If  the 


Application  were  granted,  T-C  Oil  would  be 
pennitted  to  offset  undercharges  which 
occurred  on  two  of  its  crude  oil  producing 
properties  against  overcharges  found  to  exist 
on  ^e  firm’s  "L”  lease.  In  considering  the 
request,  the  DOE  pointed  out  that  both  the 
undercharges  and  the  overcharges  were  the 
result  of  a  single  misapplication  of  the 
definition  of  “property,”  that  all  crude  oil 
produced  from  the  three  leases'was  sold  to 
one  purchaser  during  the  audit  period,  and 
that  the  working  and  royalty  interest 
owmership  of  the  three  leases  is  identical.  'The 
DOE  conduded  that  an  offset  would  be 
appropriate  under  the  circumstances  and 
accordingly  granted  T-C  Oil’s  Application. 

Requests  for  Stay 

Friendswood  Ref ining  Corp.,  Friendswood, 
Tex.,  DES-0151,  Crude  Oil 

Friendswood  Refining  Corporation  (FRC) 
requested  that  its  obligation  to  purchase 
entitlements  as  specified  in  the  January  1979 
Entitlement  Notice  be  stayed  pending  a 
determination  on  the  firm’s  Appeal  of  the 
Notice.  In  considering  the  FRC  request,  the 
DOE  rejected  the  firm’s  argument  that  it  was 
likely  to  succeed  on  the  merits  of  its  Appeal. 

In  this  regard,  FRC  had  asserted  that  the  DOE 
failed  to  make  a  "start-up  inventory 
adjustment”  for  the  benefit  of  the  firm  in  the 
January  1979  Entitlements  Notice.  The  Office 
of  Heatings  and  Appeals  determined  that  the 
DOE  Economic  R^datory  Administration 
does  not  have  the  regulatory  authority  to 
make  such  an  adjustment.  'The  DOE  also 
found  that  FRC  had  failed  to  demonstrate 
that  it  would  experience  a  severe  and 
irreparable  injury  if  the  firm  were  required  to 
fulfill  its  entitlement  purchase  obligation. 
Accordingly,  the  FRC  stay  request  was 
denied. 

Jim  Cox  Oil  Co.,  Wewoka,  Okla.,  DRS-0150, 
Crude  Oil 

’The  Jim  Cox  Oil  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Stay  of  a  Remedial  Order 
pending  judicial  review  of  the  Order.  In 
considering  the  Application,  the  DOE  found 
that  Cox  had  not  presented  any  arguments 
which  would  form  a  proper  basis  for  stay 
relief.  The  DOE  also  noted  that  approval  of 
the  stay  request  would  delay  the  resolution  of 
the  enforcement  proceedings  involving  Cox 
and  as  a  result  would  adversely  affect  the 
customers  who  were  overcharged  and 
fi*ustrate  the  compelling  public  interest  of 
securing  timely  compliance  with  the  DOE 
regulations.  Accordingly,  the  stay  application 
was  denied. 

Laketon  Asphalt  Refining,  Inc.,  Evansville, 
Ind.,  DES-0152,  Crude  Oil 

Laketon  Asphalt  Refining,  Inc.  filed  an 
Application  for  Stay  of  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  211.67  (the  Entitlements  Program) 
pending  a  final  determination  on  an 
Application  for  Exception  that  the  firm  had 
filed.  The  request,  if  granted,  would  result  in 
a  stay  of  Laketon’s  February  1979 
entitlements  purchase  obligation  for  its  crude 
oil  receipts  and  runs  to  stills  in  December 
197a  In  considering  the  Laketon  request,  the 
DOE  found  that  the  firm  was  in  strong 
financial  condition  and  that,  contrary  to  the 
firm’s  contention,  it  appeared  that  Laketon 


could  obtain  the  funds  necessary  to  meet  its 
entitlements  obligation.  The  DOE  therefore 
determining  that  a  stay  was  not  warranted. 

Requests  f<w  Temporary  Stay 

Chevron  US.A.,  Inc,,  San  Francisco,  Calif, 
DSTi2135,  Motor  Gasoline 
Chevron  U.SA.,  Inc.  filed  an  Application 
for  Temporary  Stay  from  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  211.9, 211.10  and  211.102  pending  a 
determination  on  the  merits  of  an  Application 
for  Exception  which  it  had  filed.  If  its  request 
were  approved.  Chevron  would  be  permitted 
to  allocate  motor  gasoline  on  the  basis  of  a 
customer’s  actual  purchases  of  motor 
gasoline  during  the  corresponding  month  of 
1978.  In  considering  the  Chevron  Application, 
the  DOE  observed  that  an  irreparable  injury 
would  occur  unless  the  Application  were 
granted.  The  DOE  further  observed,  however 
that  the  specific  relief  requested  by  Chevron 
would  not  accord  sufficient  protection  to 
those  firms  that  possess  regulatory  rights  on 
the  basis  St  1972  purchases.  Accordingly,  the 
DOE  modified  Chevron’s  request  and  granted 
relief  which  achieves  the  most  desirable 
balancing  of  the  rights  of  the  various  parties 
and  best  furthers  the  public  interest. 
Southwestern  Refining  Co.,  Inc.,  Washington. 

D.C.,  DES-014a,  Crude  Oil 
On  January  24, 1979  the  Southwestern 
Refining  Company  filed  an  Application  for 
Stay  in  which  it  requested  that  the  DOE 
immediately  implement  the  exception  relief 
tentatively  approved  in  a  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  issued  to  Southwestern  on 
December  19, 1978.  In  the  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order,  the  DOE  found  that  the  serious 
financial  difficulties  faced  by  Siouthwestem 
are  the  result  of  unusually  high  markups 
applied  by  the  Johnson  Oil  Company  on  its 
sales  of  crude  oil  to  Southwestern.  The  DOE 
therefore  determined  that  the  obligations  of 
the  Mobil  Oil  Corporation  and  the  Mountain 
Fuel  Supply  Company  to  supply  certain 
quantities  of  crude  oil  to  Johnson  should  be 
terminated  and  that  Mobil  and  Mountain 
should  be  required  to  supply  these  quantities 
of  crude  oil  directly  to  Southwestern. 

In  considering  Southwestem’s  stay  request, 
the  DOE  determined  that  Southwestem’s 
financial  viability  continued  to  be  threatened 
by  Johnson’s  markups  and  that  this  situation 
had  been  exacerbated  by  a  reduction  in  the 
supplies  of  other  products  which 
Southwestern  normally  receives  from 
Johnson.  The  DOE  also  noted  that  the 
purpose  of  the  allocation  regulations  is  to 
assure  that  crude  oil  supplies  will  continue  to 
be  available  to  the  refineries  that  have 
historically  us(?d  the  crude  oil,  particularly  in 
the  case  of  small  and  independent  refineries, 
and  that  this  goal  would  not  be  furthered  by  a 
denial  of  the  Southwestern  request. 
Accordingly;  Southwestem’s  Application  for 
Stay  was  granted. 

Continental  Oil  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.,  DST- 

2124,  Kerosene,  Jet  Fuel 
Continental  Oil  Company  (Conoco)  filed  an 
Application  for  Temporary  Stay  which,  if 
granted,  would  result  in  an  order  staying  the 
firm’s  obligation  to  supply  kerosene  jet  fuel  to 
Mobil  Oil  Corporation  and  Texaco,  fric. 
during  the  months  of  Febraary  and  March 
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1979,  pending  a  final  deciaioa  on  an 
AppBcatkm  for  Exception  which  reqoea^ 
the  same  relief  on  a  pennanent  basis.  On 
February  8, 1979  and  February  16. 1979,  the 
DOE  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
convened  hevings  to  permit  representatives 
of  Conoco.  MobU  and  Texaco  and  their 
downstream  customers  to  make  oral 
presentatkios  as  to  the  effects  that  a 
temporary  stay  would  have  on  their  supply 
situation.  In  considering  the  Conoco  reqtiest. 
the  DOE  found  diat  Western  Airlines  would 
suffer  an  irreparable  injury  in  the  absence  of 
stay  relief  because  it  would  have  to  curtail 
immediately  its  service  to  several 
commimities  that  have  no  altmnative  air 
carriers.  The  DOE  also  found  that  Conoco 
and  its  other  airline  customers  had  failed  to 
meet  the  heavy  burden  of  proving  immediate 
irreparable  injury  in  order  to  qualify  for 
temporary  stay  relief.  However,  the  DOE  also 
noted  that  die  sale  of  such  a  substantial 
volume  of  kerojet  fuel  during  February  and 
March  1979  woidd  have  a  greater  systemwide 
impact  on  Conoco  than  on  Texaoa  Hie  D(% 
further  determined  that  the  relief  asked  by 
Conoco  would  not  equitably  redistribute  the 
burdens  of  the  current  kerojet  supply 
shortage.  Accordingly,  the  DOE  issued  a 
temporary  stay  order  designed  to  achieve  the 
most  desirable  balancing  of  the  rights  of  the 
various  parties  and  best  further  the  public 
interest.  Specifically,  the  D(^  ordered  that 
the  allocation  obligation  of  Conoco  to  Mobil 
be  stayed  entirely,  that  Western  be 
maintained  at  supply  levels  reflecting  its 
january  allocation  faction,  and  that  Texaco 
be  supplied  with  an  adjusted  allocation 
volume  during  the  months  of  February 
through  June  1979. 

Suppiemental  Order 

Continental  Oil  Co^  Houston,  Tex.,  DEX- 
2133,  Kfotor  Gasoline 

Continental  Oil  Company  (Conoco)  Tiled  an 
Application  for  Exception  which,  if  granted, 
would  relieve  die  firm  of  its  obligation  to 
furnish  motor  gasoline  to  the  Gulf  Oil 
Company,  a  1972  base  period  purchaser  from 
Conoco,  during  the  first  calendar  quarter  of 
1979.  Conoco  also  filed  an  Application  for 
Temporary  Stay  which  requested  a 
suspension  of  its  obligation  to  supply  Gulf 
pending  a  final  determination  on  (^noco’s 
Application  for  Exception.  On  January  31. 

1979  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
granted  a  temporary  stay  of  Conoco's 
allocation  obligation  pending  a  hearing  on  the 
matter  to  be  held  on  February  2, 1979. 

Continental  Oil  Co.,  3  DOE  Par. - (1979). 

At  the  F^ruary  2, 1979  hearing 
representatives  of  Conoco  and  Gulf  appeared 
and  presented  evidence  and  arguments 
concerning  (i)  die  impact  on  both  firms  and 
their  respective  downstream  customers  if  the 
temporary  stay  were  to  be  continued  in 
effect,  and  (ii)  whether  Conoco  could  qualify 
for  a  full  stay  pending  a  final  decision  on  its 
Application  for  Exception.  At  the  close  of  the 
hearing,  the  Presiding  Officer  issued  an  oral 
determination  that  Conoco  had  failed  to 
show  that  the  firm  and  its  customers  would 
suffer  an  immediate  irreparable  injury  in  the 
absence  of  a  temporary  stay.  In  a 
Supplemental  Order  which  it  issued  after  the 


hearing  die  DOE  noted  that  the  record  also 
established  duit  Conoco  had  failed  to  satisfy 
the  criteria  for  the  grant  of  an  Application  for 
Stay.  Consequendy.  the  DOE  determined  that 
Conco's  request  for  a  stay,  as  presented  at 
the  February  2. 1979  hearing,  should  be 
denied. 

Dismissak 

The  following,  submissions  were  dkmissed 
following  a  statement  by  the  applicant 
indicating  that  die  relief  requested  was  no 
longer  needed. 

Danielson  CXI  Co.,  Inc„  Danielson,  Conn., 
DEE-1991 

Good  Hope  Industries,  Inc.,  Washington, 

D.C.,  DPI-0015 

North  Attleboro  Gas  Co.,  North  Attleboro, 
Mass.,  OEO-0163 

The  following  submission  was  dismissed 
following  a  determination  by  the  DOE  that 
the  relief  requested  was  no  longer  necessary; 
James  A.  Leonard,  Austin,  Tex.,  DEE-I95B 
The  following  subnussion  was  dismissed 
on  the  grounds  diat  recent  regulatory  changes 
have  eliminated  the  need  for  the  exception 
relief  requested: 

Trend  Exploration.  Ltd.,  Denver,  Cola,  DXE- 
2162 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Decisions  and  Orders  are  available  in 
the  Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 

2000  M  Street.  N.W^  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1  pjn.  and  5  p.m.,  e.s.t, 
exept  Federal  holidays.  Ibey  are  also 
available  in  Energy  Management" 
Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  loose  leaf 
reporter  system. 

Dated:  Jime  18, 1979. 

Melvin  Goldstein. 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19*82  Ned  6-n-7«;  9:46  am] 

BILLHIC  CODE  S4Sfr-01-N 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Decisions  and 
Orders  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Week  of  February  19 
Through  February  23, 1979 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  February  19  through  February 
23, 1979,  the  Decisions  and  Orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with 
respect  to  Appeals  and  Applications  for 
Exception  or  other  relief  Hied  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  which  were  dismissed  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  and 
the  basis  for  the  dismissal. 

Appeal 

Natural  Resources  Defense  Council.  Inc, 

Washington,  D.C,  DFA-0278,  Freedom  of 
Information 

The  Natural  Resources  Defense  Council, 
Inc.,  appealed  from  a  partial  denial  by  the 


Director  of  the  DOE  Office  of  Safeguards  and 
Security  of  a  request  for  informatioD  filed 
under  the  Freedom  of  Infbimatioa  Act  (the 
Act).  In  its  re^st,  the  Councfl  requested 
access  to  documents  relating  to  the  Nuclear 
Materiak  and  Equipment  Corporation.  In  his 
order,  the  Director  identified  one  document 
which  was  within  the  scope  of  the  Council’s 
request  but  which  was  being  withheld 
pursuant  to  a  daim  of  exemption  from 
mandatory  public  disclosure  under 
Exemption  6  of  the  Act.  In  considering  the 
Appeal  the  DOE  determined  that  the 
document  was  properly  withheld  since  it 
contained  a  dkcussion  of  an  individual’s 
private  affairs  and  that  the  public’s  right  to 
access  to  governmental  information  was 
outweighed  by  that  individuaTs  ri^t  to 
privacy.  In  addition,  the  DOE  determined  that 
the  Council  should  ako  be  denied  access  to 
the  document  involved  since  its  release 
would  be  likely  to  affect  a  law  enforcement 
investigation  which  the  agency  is  now 
pursuing.  Therefore,  the  DOE  detennined  that 
the  document  k  also  exempt  from  mandatory 
public  disclosure  pursuant  to  Exemption  7  of 
the  Act.  Finally,  the  DOE  concluded  that 
release  of  the  document  would  not  be  in  the 
public  interest  Ibe  Council’s  appeal  was 
therefore  denied. 

Requests  for  ExceplioB 

Continental  (XI  Co,  Houston,  Tex,  DEE- 
1979,  Motor  Gasoline 
Continental  Oil  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  thaprovisions 
of  10  CFR  211.9  which,  if  granted,  would 
relieve  Continental  of  its  obligation  to  supply 
motor  gasoline  to  certain  refiner  customers 
served  by  ik  Denver,  Colorado  and  Billings, 
Montana  refineries.  In  considering  foe 
request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  r^ef  was 
necessary  to  prevent  an  immediate  serious 
hardship  and  gross  inequity  to  Continental’s 
non-refiner  customers  aiul  an  unfair 
distribution  of  burdens  between 
Continental's  refiner  customers  and  non- 
refiner  customers  as  a  result  of  the  supply 
disruption  caused  by  a  fire  at  Continental's 
Denver  refinery.  Accordingly,  the  DOE 
concluded  that  Continental’s  Application  for 
Exception  should  be  granted. 

Crest  Resources  and  Exploration  Corp, 
Houston,  Tex,  DEE-0944,  Crude  Oil 
Crest  Resources  and  Exploration 
Corporation  (Crest)  filed  a  Statement  of 
Objections  to  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
issued  to  the  firm  by  the  DOE.  The  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order,  if  issued  in  final  form, 
would  have  allowed  Crest  to  sell  a  portion  of 
the  crude  oil  to  be  produced  from  the  Cedle 
Williams  property  located  in  Brazoria 
County,  Texas  at  upper  tier  and  market 
prices  in  order  to  provide  the  firm  with  an 
economic  incentive  to  undertake  a  capital 
investment  project  on  the  property.  In  ik 
Statement  of  Objections.  Crest  requested  that 
the  DOE  instead  forgive  the  cumulative 
deficiency  of  the  property  under  the 
standards  set  forA  in  Tetmeco  Oil  Co,  2  FEA 
Par.  83,106  (1975).  The  firm  also  requested 
that  the  exception  relief  be  modified  to  cover 
an  expanded  capital  investment  project. 
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With  respect  to  Crest's  request  that  the 
cumulative  deficiency  be  forgiven,  the  DOE 
determined  that,  in  an  investment  context, 
the  third  standard  set  forth  in  Tenneco,  a 
showing  of  a  signiHcant,  adverse  eH^ect  on  the 
firm  caused  by  the  munulative  deflciency, 
was  equivalent  to  the  evaluation  of 
investment  incentive  which  is  typically 
performed  in  investment  cases.  Based  on  that 
conclusion,  the  DOE  determined  that  the 
analysis  and  form  of  relief  generally  applied 
in  investment  cases  was  appropriate  in 
Crest's  case. 

In  considering  the  request  the  DOE 
determined  that  the  revised  production  and 
cost  figures  submitted  by  Crest  indicated  that 
the  firm  had  a  sufficient  incentive  to 
undertake  the  modified  project  without 
exception  relief.  Accordingly,  exception  relief 
was  denied.  In  denying  exception  relief, 
however,  the  DOE  noted  that  the  production 
estimates  submitted  by  the  firm  were 
extremely  optimistic  and  speculative.  The 
DOE  therefore  determined  that  the  firm 
should  be  allowed  to  reapply  for  investment 
exception  relief  at  such  time  as  the  actual 
operating  characteristics  of  the  property  are 
known. 

Getty  Oil  Co.,  et  aL,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
DXE-1524-1529;  DXE-1597-1603;  DXE- 
1617-1618:  DXE-1655-1663;  DXE-1707- 
1746;  DXE-1776,  Natural  Gas  Liquids 

On  October  2, 1978,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  which 
tentatively  extended  from  September  30, 1978 
until  October  31, 1978  exception  relief  which 
permits  the  firms  to  increase  their  selling 
prices  above  maximum  levels  permitted 
under  10  CFR  212.165  for  natural  gas  liquids 
and  natural  gas  liquid  products.  'The 
Proposed  determination  extended  exception 
relief  at  the  same  level  as  had  previously 
been  granted  with  respect  to  each  plant 
operated  by  the  petitioners.  Each  firm  filed  a 
Statement  of  Objections  to  the  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order,  contending  that  the 
Proposed  Decision  was  based  on  data  for 
earlier  periods  which  had  been  submitted  in 
connection  with  the  prior  proceeding.  Each 
firm  claimed  that  this  data  did  not  reflect  the 
higher  level  of  increased  non-product  costs 
which  the  firms  were  incurring  and  that  as  a 
result,  the  relief  proposed  was  insufficient 
The  DOE  accepted  this  argument  finding  that 
the  basis  of  the  Proposed  Decision  did  not 
comport  with  Superior  Oil  Co..  2  FEA  Par. 
83,271  (1975)  and  therefore  granted  this 
aspect  of  the  firms'  objections.  One  of  the 
petitioners.  Standard  Oil  Company,  raised 
two  other  objections  to  the  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order.  First  it  contended  that 
under  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
determination  it  would  be  unable  to  recover 
increased  non-product  costs  incurred  in 
producing  NGLs  and  NGL  products  which 
were  not  sold  until  after  October.  The  DOE 
rejected  this  position,  finding  that  the  firm 
would  be  able  to  recover  such  costs  under  the 
provisions  of  new  regulations  effective 
November  1, 1978.  Secondly,  Standard 
claimed  that  the  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  was  actually  a  rulemaking  and  had  to 
be  issued  in  accordance  with  Subpart  L  of  the 
DOE  regulations.  The  DOE  rejected  this  claim 
on  the  basis  that  each  firm  involved  had  been 


given  individualized  consideration  in  the 
determination  of  the  level  of  exception  relief 
for  each  plant.  Accordingly,  the  DOE  issued  a 
final  Decision  and  Order  which  granted  in 
part  the  firm's  objections  to  the  October  2  * 
Proposed  Decision. 

Petition  for  Special  Redress 

Merritt  W.  Truax,  Salem,  Oreg.,  DSG-0043: 

DES-0149,  Petroleum  Products 

In  a  Petition  for  Special  Redress,  Merritt  W. 
Truax  requested  that  a  subpoena  issued  to 
him  by  the  Western  District  Office  of 
Enforcement  be  quashed.  The  DOE 
concluded,  however,  that  Truax  had  failed  to 
make  a  threshold  showing  of  a  reasonable 
probability  of  success  if  Ids  Petition  were  to 
be  considered  on  the  merits.  The  DOE  held 
that,  contrary  to  the  contention  made  by 
Truax,  the  fourth  amendment  to  the  Federal 
Constitution  did  not  require  that  an 
administrative  agency  obtain  a  warrant  prior 
to  issuing  a  subpoena.  With  regard  to  the 
validity  of  the  subpoena  itself,  the  DOE 
determined  that  there  was  no  support  for  the 
claim  that  the  subpoena  was  improperly 
issued  to  an  individual.  It  found  that  the 
investigatory  powers  ddegated  by  statute  to 
the  DOE  induded  the  power  to  investigate  an 
individual  even  though  that  individual  is  only 
suspected  of  involvement  in  the  distribution 
or  sale  of  petroleum  products.  The  DOE  also 
determined  that  it  was  apparent  the 
documents  that  Truax  was  directed  to 
produce  were  relevant  to  the  investigation 
identified  in  the  subpoena.  Finally,  the  DOE 
rejected  Tniax's  contention  that  a 
constitutional  right  of  privacy  would  be 
violated  by  enforcement  of  the  subpoena.  The 
Truax  Petition  for  Special  Redress  and 
accompanying  Application  for  Stay  were 
therefore  dismissed. 

Requests  for  Stay 

Ergon,  Inc.,  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  DES-2146, 
Crude  Oil 

Ergon,  Inc.  (Ergon)  filed  an  Application  for 
Stay  of  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.63  which, 
if  granted,  would  relieve  Ergon's  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary,  the  Miller  Oil  Purchasing 
Company  (Miller)  of  its  obligation  to  sell 
certain  volumes  of  crude  oil  to  Exxon  Co., 
U.S.A.  (Exxon).  In  the  alternative.  Ergon 
requests  a  Stay  of  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
211.65  (the  Buy/Sell  Pi^am)  which,  if 
granted  would  permit  the  firm  to  purchase 
from  participants  in  that  Program  sufficient 
quantities  of  crude  oU  to  operate  a  refinery 
owned  and  operated  by  Eigon's  affiliate. 
Ergon  Refining,  Inc.  (Ergon  Refining).  The 
firm  claimed  Aat  a  Stay  is  desirable  for 
public  policy  reasons  to  preserve  the  status 
quo  ante  and  that  there  was  a  substantial 
likelihood  that  the  form  would  succeed  on  the 
merits  of  its  Applications  for  Exception.  In 
considering  the  Ergon  Application  for  Stay, 
the  DOE  noted  that  since  the  relief  which  the 
firm  seeks  is  in  the  nature  of  an  interim 
exception.  Ergon  must  make  a  very  strong 
showing  that  it  satisfies  the  criteria  under 
udiich  a  Stay  may  be  granted.  The  DOE 
determined  that  contrary  to  Eigon's  claim,  the 
issuance  of  a  Stay  would  alter  the  status  quo 
ante  in  favor  of  Eigon,  rather  than  preserving 
it.  The  DOE  also  noted  that  the  provisions  of 


the  two  regulatory  programs  fiam  which 
Ergon  seeks  an  exception  have  remained 
unchanged  during  the  entire  period  of 
planning  and  constructing  the  Vicksburg 
refining  facility.  The  DOE  therefore 
determined  that  Ergon  had  apparently  made 
a  discretionary  business  decision  to  finance 
and  construct  the  new  facility  in 
contemplation  of  those  regulations  and  the 
risks  associated  with  any  such  business 
venture.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  DOE  has 
held  on  numerous  previous  occasions  that  an 
exception  will  not  be  granted  to  relieve  a  firm 
of  the  consequences  of  a  discretionary 
business  decision,  the  DOE  concluded  that 
Ergon  had  not  convincingly  demonstrated 
that  it  was  likely  to  succeed  on  the  merits  of 
its  underlying  exception  request 
Accordingly,  the  Application  for  Stay  was 
denied. 

Northland  Oil  and  Ref ining  Co.,  Tulsa,  Okla., 

DES-0157,  Crude  Oil 

Northland  Oil  &  Refining  Company 
requested  that  the  firm’s  obligations  to 
pu^ase  entitlements  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
211.67  (the  Entitlements  Program)  during 
February  1979  and  subsequent  months  be 
stayed  pending  the  DOE'S  determination  on 
the  firm's  requests  for  exception  relief.  In 
considering  Northland's  request  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  had  ma^  a  prima  facie 
showing  that  it  did  not  possess  the  financial 
resources  which  would  enable  it  to  purchase 
entitlements  during  February  1979  and 
subsequent  months.  Accordingly,  the  E)OE 
stayed  Northland's  entitlement  purchase 
obligations  during  February  1979  and 
subsequent  months  pending  a  determination 
on  the  firm's  exception  applications. 

Supplemental  Order 

Tosco  Corp.,  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  DEX-01I8. 

Crude  Oil 

The  Tosco  Corporation  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
211.67  (the  Entitlements  Program)  which,  if 
granted  would  result  in  die  extension  for  an 
additional  period  of  time  of  the  exception 
relief  which  was  initially  granted  to  the  firm 
in  Tosco  Corp.,  5  FEA  Par.  83,146  (1977).  In 
denying  Tosco's  application,  the  IX)E  found 
that  the  factors  wUch  initially  formed  the 
basis  for  entitlements  exception  relief  in 
April  1977  no  longer  exist.  |n  this  regard,  the 
DOE  noted  that  Tosco  was  no  longer 
experiencing  a  significant  crude  oil  cost 
disadvantage  as  compared  with  its 
competitors.  The  DOE  further  noted  that  the 
cost  disadvantage  which  Tosco  was 
experiencing  was  substantially  less  than  the 
cost  disadvantage  which  it  had  experienced 
in  the  past  The  DOE  also  found  that  Tosco 
had  not  shown  that  it  could  not  raise  its 
prices  for  refined  petroleum  products  in  order 
to  pass  on  to  its  customers  the  costs 
atMbutable  to  its  entitlement  purchase 
obligations.  Furthermore,  the  DOE  found  that 
Tosco's  financial  condition  had  improved 
substantially  in  recent  periods.  In  view  of 
these  considerations,  the  DOE  determined 
that  Tosco  was  no  longer  experiencing 
financial  difficulties  of  an  emeigency  nature. 
Therefore,  Tosco’s  Application  for  Exception 
was  denied. 
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DismifMl* 

The  fonowing  submiMion  was  dismissed 
following  a  deterndnatim  made  by  the  DOE 
that  the  relief  requested  was  no  longer 
necessary. 

Central  Cooperatives,  Inc.,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
DRO-0069;  DRH-0069;  DRD-OOe9 
The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
OB  the  grounds  that  alternative  regulatory 
procedures  existed  under  which  relief  might 
be  obtained: 

Richard  Leey,  Alexandria,  Vo,  DFA-0322 
McQeary  Oil  Co„  Alexandria.  Va..  DFA- 
0319 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Decisions  and  Orders  are  available  in 
the  Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 
2000  M  Street,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1  p.m.  and  5  p.m.,  e.d.t, 
except  Federal  holidays.  They  are  also 
available  in  Energy  Management: 
Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  loose  leaf 
reporter  system. 

Dated:  June  18. 1979. 

Melvio  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  andAppeais. 

|FR  Ooc.  7S-1S4S3  Filed  8;4S  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  SSBO-OI-M 


(ERA  Case  No.  51006-6043-02-77] 

Martin  Unit  No.  2;  Rorida  Power  A 
Light  Co. 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Determination  to  Classify  the 
Florida  Power  and  Light  Company 
Martin  Unit  No.  2  as  an  Existing  Facility. 


summary:  On  April  9, 1979,  Florida 
Power  and  Light  Company  (FPL) 
requested  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOEllo  classify  Martin  Unit 
No.  2  as  an  existing  facility  pursuant  to 
Section  515.6  of  the  Revised  Interim  Rule 
to  Permit  Qassification  of  Certain 
Powerplants  and  Installations  as 
Existing  Facilities  (Revised  Interim  Rule) 
issued  by  ERA  on  March  15. 1979  (44  FR 
17464)  and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use 
Act  of  1978,  Pub.  L  95-620  (FUA). 

ERA  has  completed  its  analysis  of 
FPL’s  request  and  has  determined  that 
FPL  has  satisfactorily  demonstrated  that 
it  would  suffer  a  substantial  financial 
penalty  in  excess  of  25  percent  of  the 
total  projected  project  cost  as  of 
Novembw  9, 1978,  within  the  meaning  of 
Section  515.6  of  the  Revised  Interim 
Rule. 


ERA  has  determined  that  FPL's  Martin 
Unit  No.  2  is  an  “existing”  facility  and  is 
now  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Title  III 
of  FUA. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

William  L  Webb  (Office  of  Public 
Information],  Ei^omic  Regulatory 
Administration.  Department  of  Energy, 

2000  M  Street  NW..  Room  B-110, 
Washington.  D.C  20461,  Phone:  (202)  634- 
2170. 

Charles  A.  Falcone,  Director,  Division  of 
Existing  Facilibes  Conversion.  Economic 
Regnlatoiy  Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street  NW..  Room  31281, 
Washington.  D.C  20461,  Phone:  (202)  254- 
7450. 

lames  H.  Heffeman  (Office  of  the  General 
Counsel),  Department  of  Energy,  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Room  7134, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Phone:  (202)  633- 
8814. 

Robert  L  Davies,  Deputy  Assistant 
Administrator.  Office  of  Fuels  Regulation, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  2000 
M  Street  NW..  Room  7202,  Washington, 

D.C.  2046L  Phone:  (202)  254-3910. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

(1)  On  April  9, 1979.  pursuant  to  ERA’s 
Revised  interim  Rule  to  Permit 
Classification  of  Certain  Powerplants 
and  Installations  as  Existing  Facilities 
(Revised  Interim  Rule)  issued  by  ERA  on 
March  15, 1979,  FPL  requested  that  ERA 
classify  FPL's  Martin  Unit  No.  2  as  an 
“existing”  facility.  A  conference  was 
held  at  FPL’s  request  on  Wednesday, 
April  la  1979.  On  May  14. 1979,  ERA 
published  a  summary  of  FPL’s  request 
for  classification  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  requested  comments  by  interested 
persons  on  or  before  June  4. 1979. 

(2)  A  copy  of  era’s  Summary  of 
Analysis  dated  May  30, 1979  is  available 
for  examination  in  the  Office  of  Public 
Information,  at  the  above  address. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C,  June  19, 1979. 
Doris  ).  Dewton, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator.  Office  of 
Fuels  Regulation.  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

p=x  Ooc.  79-19SB7  FUed  S-21-79;  &-45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


(ERA  Case  No.  50762-6035-01-77] 

Greenwood  Energy  Center  Unit  No.  1; 
Detroit  Edieon  Ca 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Determination  to  Classify  the 
Detroit  Edison  Company  Greenwood 
Energy  Center  Unit  No.  1  as  an  Existing 
Facility. 

SUMMARY:  On  February  22, 1979,  Detroit 
Edison  Company  requested  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 


(ERA)  of  die  Department  of  Energy 
(DO^  to  classify  Greenwood  Energy 
Center  Unit  No.  1  as  an  existing  facility 
pursuant  to  ERA'S  Interim  Rule  for 
Transitional  Facilities  issued  by  ERA  on 
November  16, 1978.  Subsequently,  ERA 
issued  the  Revised  Interim  Rule  to 
Permit  Classification  of  Certain 
Powerplants  and  Installations  as 
Existing  Facilities  (Revised  Interim  Rule) 
on  March  15. 1979.  Detroit  Edison 
revised  the  original  petition  on  April  16 
pursuant  to  Section  515.6  of  the  Revised 
Interim  Rule  and  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Powerplant  and 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978,  P.L.  95- 
620  (FUA).  ERA  has  completed  its 
analysis  of  Detroit  Edison’s  request  and 
has  determined  that  Detroit  Edison  has 
satisfactorily  demonstrated  that  it 
would  suffer  a  substantial  financial 
penalty  in  excess  of  25  percent  of  the 
total  projected  project  cost  as  of 
November  9, 1978,  within  the  meaning  of 
Section  515.6  of  the  Revised  Interim 
Rule.  ERA  has  determined  that  Detroit 
Edison’s  Greenwood  Unit  No.  1  is  an 
“existing”  facility  and  is  now  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  Title  III  of  FUA. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CbNTACT. 

William  L  Webb  (Office  at  Public 
Information),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  Department  of  Energy, 

2000  M  Street  NW„  Room  B-llO, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  634-2170. 
Charles  A.  Faclone,  Director,  Division  of 
Existing  Facilities  Conversion,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration.  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C  20461,  (202)  254-7456 
James  H.  Heffeman  (Office  of  the  General 
Counsel),  Department  of  Energy.  12th  ft 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Room  7134, 
Washington.  D.C.  20461.  (202)  633-8815. 
Robert  L  Davies,  Deputy  Assistant 
Administrator,  Office  of  Fuels  Regulations, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  2000 
M  Street  NW..  Room  7202,  Washington, 
D.C  20461,  (202)  254-3916 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  (1)  On 
April  18, 1979,  pursuant  to  ERA’s 
Revised  Interim  Rule  to  Permit 
Classification  of  Certain  Powerplants 
and  Installations  as  Existing  Facilities 
(Interim  Rule)  issued  on  March  IS,  1979, 
Detroit  Edison  requested  that  ERA 
classify  Greenwood  Energy  Center  Unit 
No.  1  as  an  existiitg  facility. 

(2)  A  copy  of  ERA’S  Summary  of 
Analysis  dated  June  8. 1979  is  available 
for  examination  in  die  Office  of  Public 
Information,  at  the  above  address. 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  17, 1979. 
Doris  Dewton, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Fuels  Regulation,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19S70  Filed  S-21-79-.  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  846(H)1-M 


Hearings  and  Appeals  Office 

Cases  Filed;  Week  of  May  4  Through 
May  11, 1979  .  . 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  May  4, 1979  through  May  11, 

1979  the  appeals  and  applications  for 
exception  or  other  relief  listed  in  the 
Appendix  to  this  Notice  were  hied  with 
the  Office  of  hearings  and  Appeals  of 
the  Department  of  Energy, 

Under  the  DOE’s  procedural 
regulations,  10  CFR,  Part  205,  any  person 
who  will  be  aggrieved  by  the  DOE 
action  sought  in  such  cases  may  file 
with  the  DOE  written  comments  on  the 
application  on  or  before  July  2, 1979,  as 
prescribed  in  the  procedural  regulations. 
For  purposes  of  those  regulations,  the 
date  of  service  of  notice  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  Notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice, 
whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  D.C.  29461. 

Dated;  June  15, 1979. 

Mehin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

List  of  Cases  Involving  the  Standby 
Petroleum  Product  Allocation  RegulaHons  for 
Motor  Gasoline;  Week  of  May  4  Through 
May  11, 1979 

If  granted:  The  following  Hrms  would 
receive  an  exception  from  the  activation  of 
the  standby  petroleum  product  allocation 
regulations  with  resjject  to  motor  gasoline. 

May  4.  1979 

A.  C.  &  M.  Goldberg,  Maryland;  OEE-4892 
Austin's  Exxon  Service,  District  of  Columbia;  * 
DEE-M82 

Auto  Car  Wash,  Texas;  DEE;-4887 
Bigelow,  Charles,  California;  DEE-4888 
Champion  Garage  &  Gasoline,  California; 
DEE-4869 

Qrcle  R  #3,  Louisiana;  DEE-4890 
Cold  Spring  Amoco  Service,  Maryland;  DEE- 
4891 

Craigs  Fina  Station,  Arkansas;  DEE-4894 
Downtown  Chevron,  Florida;  DEE-4895 
George's  Shell,  Florida;  DEE-4896 
Hardy  Turquoise  Co.,  Inc.,  Arizona;  DEE-4887 
Huffs  Inc.,  Oklahoma:  DEE-4883 
K  &  S  Oil  Company,  Inc.,  Kansas;  DEE-4898 
Kojic,  Svetomir,  Arizona;  DEE-4899 
Love’s  Shell  Service,  California;  DEE-4900 
Lynady  Brothers,  Pennsylvania;  DEE-4901 
M  E.  Homer  Arco,  California;  DEE-4884 
M.  D.  Fisher  Oil,  Inc.,  Texas;  DEE-4880 


Mel's  Gulf,  Florida;  DEE-48Q2 
Morgan's  Amoco  Service.  Maryland;  DEE- 
4883 

Nu-Way  Oil  Co..  Texas:  DEE-4881 
Nuss  Arco  Mini  Market,  Peimsytvania;  DEE- 
4885 

Perry's  Service  Station,  California:  DEE-4903 
Rapid.  Inc.,  Gemgia;  DEE-4886 
Razorback  Gulf  Station,  Alaska;  DEE-4904 
Reynolds  Exxon,  Arizona;  DEE-4905 
Richmond  Texaco.  California;  DEE^906 
Rotth  Oil  Co.,  Ino,  Miimesota;  DEE-4907 
Schneider's  Automotive  Repair,  California; 
DEE-4908 

Ted’s  Arco,  New  Jersey,  DEE-4882 
Yucaipa  Car  Wash  &  Automotive,  California; 
DEE-4910 

May  7,  1979 

A1  Chevron  Service.  California;  DEE-4920 
Aiken,  Inc..  Arkansas;  DEE-4935 
Andrew  Pica’s  Shell  Service.  California; 
DEE-4g36 

Arnew,  H.  M..  Maryland;  DEE-4028 
Bill's  Service  Center.  Virginia;  DEE-4909 
Blacksburg  Exxon.  Virginia;  DEE-4811 
Buelton  Chevron.  DEE-4963 
Buggy  Bath  Car  Wash.  In&,  Nevada;  DEE- 
4938 

Buy-Rite  Oil  Company.  Inc.,  Minnesota;  DEE- 
5163 

Cliff  Brice  Stations.  Inc..  Colorado;  DEE-4939 
Cromwell  Chevron  Station,  Kentucky  DEE- 
5582 

Deck  Johnson  Oil  Co.,  Mississippi;  DEE-4968 
Desmarais,  Bob.  California;  DEE-4964 
Don's  Chevron  Service,  Florida;  DEE-5118 
Duffy’s  Car  Wash,  Inc.,  Kentucky  DEE-4940 
Edwards  American,  Inc.,  Maryland;  DEE- 
4929 

Fairmount  Service.  Missouri;  DEE-4965 
Fairview  Union  Service  &  Carwash, 
California;  DEE-5161 
Fikse.  Henry,  California;  DEE-4941 
Fitts  Oil  Co.,  Texas;  DEE-4924 
Fritch  Oil  Co.,  Florida;  DEE-4923 
George  Dennis  Auto  Mobil  Service, 
California;  DEE-4914 

Golden  Gate  Petroleum.  California;  DEE4966 
Goren.  Abraham  M.,  California;  DEE-4915 
Grandview  Quick  Stop.  Alabama;  DEE-4942 
Gulf  1-20  Service  Station,  Texas;  DEE4927 
Hatim  Addal  Mobil  Service,  California;  DEE- 
4916 

Henderson  Oil  Company.  Kentucky;  DEE- 
4967 

Hicks.  Erma  L.  Alabama:  DEE-4943 
Huff  Coal  &  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  Virginia;  DEE-4944 
Interstate  Texaco.  Virginia;  DEE-4945 
Jack's  Amoco,  Pennsylvania;  DEE-4930 
Jim's  Pine  Street  Mobil  No.  42,  California; 
DEE4917 

K  &  K  Inc.,  Alabama;  DEE-4946 
Laney  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  North  Carolina;  DEE-4918 
Ledford's  Grocery  &  Farm  Supply.  Kentucky; 
D1Q&-4947 

Live  Oak  Texaco,  California;  DEE-4925 
M  &  J  Grocery,  Louisiana;  DEE-4956 
M.F.A.  Oil  Co.  DEE-4969 
Melvin’s  Sunoco,  Maiyland;  DEE-4948 
Mid-City  Exxon,  Louisiana:  DEE4962 
Mike’s  Conoco,  South  Dakota;  DEE-4970 
Oil  City  of  Utah.  Utah;  DEE-4950 
Padonia  Amoco.  Maryland;  DEE-4931 


Peony’s  Amoco.  District  of  Columbia;  DEE- 
-  4932 

Perry.  Roland  G..  California;  DEE-4971 
Pierson’s  Clairemont  Mesa  ARCO,  California; 
DEE-4949 

R.  H.  Wehner  Construction,  California;  DEE- 
4912 

Rau  Oil.  Wisconsin;  DEE-4951 
Reich  Oil  Co.,  Tennessee:  DEE-4922 
Rentschler's  Truck  Plaza,  South  Dakota: 
DEE-^52 

River  House  Trading  Post,  Michigan;  DEE- 
4953 

River  Oil  Co.  of  Jackson,  Tennessee;  DEE- 
4972 

Robert’s  Amocx>.  Petuisylvania;  DEE-4633 
Smith,  Sydney  R..  California;  DEE4919 
Super  Quik,  Inc.,  Utah;  DEE-4964 
Tea^e  Oil  Co.,  Tennessee:  DEB-6159 
Times  News,  Tennessee;  DEE-4955 
U.S.  Route  40  Gulf  Service.  Maryland;  DEE- 
4926 

Verma  Chevron  Service.  California;  DEB- 
4921 

Woodbrook  Amoex)  Station.  Maryland:  DEE- 
4934 

Youngblood's  Exxon.  Georgia;  DEE-4913 
May  8.  1979 

Aced's  Arco  Service,  California;  DEE4974 
Albert  Manookian  Service,  California;  DEE- 
4982 

Automatic  Gas  Dist..  (Dons  Food),  Colorado: 
DEE-5102 

Automatic  Gas  Dist.  (E&W  Dairy),  Colorado: 
DEE-5103 

Automatic  Gas  Dist.  (Hartley).  Colorado: 
DEE-5104 

Automatic  Gas  Dist.  (1-80  Food).  Colorado: 
DEE-5105 

•  Automatic  Gas  Dist  (Lynn's).  ColcH'ado:  DEE- 
5107 

Automatic  Gas  Dist  (Redymart),  Colorado: 
DEE-5108 

Automatic  Gas  Dist.  (Sheridan).  Colorado: 
DEE-5106 

Automatic  Gas  Dist.  (V.  Pantry),  Colorado: 
DEE-5109 

Big  Beaver  &  Crooks  Shell.  Michigan;  EKE- 
4975 

Fairview  Arco,  California;  DEE4976 
Fales  Mini  Market,  CaUfomia;  DEE-4983 
Grand  River  &  Telegram  Shell,  Michigan; 
DEE4977 

J.  S.  Pate  Oil  Co.,  Georgia;  DEE-4978 
Maple  &  Lasher  Shell,  Michigan;  OEE4979 
Palo/ ARCO,  Pennsylvania;  DEE4980 
Ron  Cromwell  Chevron  Service,  California; 
DEE-4g61 

Shackelford  Bros.,  Inc.,  Florida;  DEE-4985 
St  Louis  Plaza,  Tennessee;  DEE-4964 
The  Pioneer  Companies,  Texas;  DEE-4973 

May  9, 1979 

"G"  Mart,  South  Carolina;  DEE-5321 
Action  Gas  Company,  Indiana;  DXE-5114 
Alameda  Truck  'Terminal,  California;  I^E- 
5003 

All-Quip  Co.,  IncL,  California:  DEE-5004 
Allen's  Shell,  California;  DEE-5005 
American  Car  Wash  Corp.,  Virginia;  DEE- 
5006 

Aranda,  Jesse.  California;  DEE-6007 
Baldwin  Petroleum  Co..  Inc.  Arkansas;  DEE- 
4991 
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BCB  Mobil  Service  Station,  New  York;  DEE- 
4986 

Beavers  Texaco  Service,  District  of  Columbia; 
DEE-5008 

Big  K  Oil  Co.,  North  Carolina;  DEE-5009 
Blythdale  66,  Maryland;  DEE-5010 
Bob  Norton  Hre,  Michigan;  DEE-5011 
Bowers  &  Burrows,  Inc.,  North  Carolina; 
DEE-5012 

BulUck’s  %ell,  California;  DEE-5013 
Burlington  Industries,  North  Carolina;  DEE- 
5014 

C  &  S  Texaco,  Arizona;  DEE-5015 
Capitol  &  Center  ARCO,  California;  DEE- 
4992 

Carriage  Square  Union,  California;  DEE-5016 
Central  I^aza  Union,  California;  DEE-5017 
Chabot’s  Super  Service,  Inc.,  Ohio;  DEE-4988 
Champion  Timberlands,  California;  DEE-5018 
Cosmic  Auto  Service,  New  York;  DEE-5019 
Cuscaden  Park  Service,  Florida;  DEE-5020 
Dom  York  Petroleum,  Pennsylvania;  DEE- 

5021 

Doug’s  Mini  Mart,  California;  DEE-4993 
F.  A.  Stein  Oil  Company,  Illinois;  DEE-4994 
Fairdealing  Super  Market,  Kentucky;  DEE- 

5022 

Fast  Stop  Marts,  California;  DEE-4995 
Flower  Exxon  Service  Center,  Maryland; 
DEE-5537 

Franks  Mini  Market,  Pennsylvania;  DEE-4996 
G  &  G  Oil  Gompany,  Arizona;  DEE-4989 
Gauaghan,  Kenneth  H.,  Florida;  DEE-5023 
Geri-Towne  ARCO,  California;  DEE-5119 
Greene,  Dick,  Illinois;  DEE^538 
HAS  Gulf,  Texas;  DEE-5024 
Hillside  Ranch,  California;  DEE-5025 
Holbrook,  John  F.,  Kentucky;  DEE-5026 
Horseshoe  Bend  Marina,  California;  DEE- 
5027 

Hub  Chevron,  California;  DEE-5028 
I  &  J  Texaco,  New  Jersey;  DEE-5029 
Jack  Sampian  Chevron,  California;  DEE-5030 
Jim's  Exxon  Service,  California;  DEE-5031 
Jim’s  Service,  Florida;  DEE-5032 
Johnson’s  Texaco,  New  Jersey;  DEE-5033 
Kay  Peterson  Distributing,  DEE-5034 
Kellum  Oil  Co.,  Mississippi;  DEE-5035 
Kendall  Texaco,  Florida;  DEE-5036 
Kim’s  Division  Shell  Self-Serv,  Texas;  DEE- 

5037 

Langdon  Oil  Company,  Inc.,  Maryland;  DEE- 

5038 

Las  Vegas  Baggage  Service,  Nevada;  DEE- 

5039 

Lasco  Truck  Rentals,  Nevada;  DEE-5317 


Lenoir  Gas  House,  North  Carolina;  DEE-4997 
Lincoln  Land  Oil  Company,  Dlinois;  DEE-5040 
Long  Island  Gas.  Retailers,  New  York;  DEE- 
5041 

Los  Arcos  Shell  Arizona;  DEE-5042 
M.F.  Kershner  Standard  Service,  Florida; 
DEE-5043 

Master  Auto  Service,  Corp.,  Viiginia;  DEE- 
5044 

Miller  Oil  Company,  Iowa;  DEE-4990 
Morrow,  R.D.,  Colorado;  DEE-5045 
National  Car  Wash,  California;  DEE-4998 
One  Calais  Self-Serve,  Inc.,  Louisiana;  DEE- 
5046 

Pamlico  Seafood  &  Variety,  North  Carolina; 
ninz-^ooQ 

Par  Mar  Oil,  Ohio;  OEE^7 
Performance  Automotive  Service.  California; 
DEE-5048 

Perris  Valley  Airport,  Inc.,  California;  DEE- 
5049 

Petty’s  Service  Center,  Texas;  DEE-5050 
Pine  Grove  Exxon,  California;  DEE-5051 
Port  Exxcm,  Florida;  DEE-5000 
Port  Oil  Corp.,  Massachusetts;  DEE-5120 
Priest  Standard,  Florida;  DEE-5052 
Quik  Serv  Marts,  Inc.,  Florida;  DEE-5124 
Ralph’s  Gulf  Center,  Horida;  DEE-5053 
Ray’s  Red  Horse  Mobil,  California;  DEE-5054 
Regan  66  Service  Station,  Tennessee;  DEE- 
5539 

Rick’s  Servicenter,  Michigan;  DEE-5055 
Rocket  Oil  Co.,  Arkansas;  DEE-5056 
Rolling  Meadows  Standard.  Wisconsin;  DEE- 
5001 

Rucker’s  Exxon,  Texas;  DEE-4987 
Shallowford  Superette,  Georgia;  DEE-5057 
Shawnee  Skelly  Service,  Kansas;  DEE-5002 
Shell  Service  Center,  Maryland;  DEE-5058 
Six  &  Outer  Drive  Shell  Service,  Michigan; 
DEE-5059 

Solvang,  California,  California;  DEE-5121 
SP’s  Gulf  Service,  Texas;  DEE-5060 
Stadium  Service  Station,  Florida;  DEE-5061 
Stinson  Grocery,  Virginia;  DXE-5122 
Sun  Valley  Gasoline  Inc.,  California;  DEE- 
5062 

Super  ARCO,  California;  DEE-5063 
Thomas,  Barry  L,  California;  DEE-5064 
Town  of  Shelter  Island,  New  Yoik;  DEE-5123 
Two  J’s  Auto  Clinic,  California;  DEE-5066 
Valley  Planning  Mill,  California;  DEE-5067 
Waston,  Jim,  Arizona;  DEE-5068 
Weeg’s  Standard  Service,  South  Dakota; 
DEE-5069 

Westmont  Texaco,  New  Jersey;  DEE-5071 


Wolverine  Western  Corporation,  California; 
DEE-5072 

Wright,  D.  Em  Tennessee;  DEE-5073 
YameU’s  Sunoco,  Viiginia;  DEE-5074 
Zachary  Gulf  Service  Station,  Louisiana; 
DEE-5075 

Zellers  Standard  Station,  Alabama;  DEE-4563 
Zimm’s  Exxon  Service,  Maryland;  DEE-5076 

May  10, 1979 

American  Accessories.  Inc.,  West  Virginia; 
DEE-5084 

Amfood  Industries,  Inc.,  Illinois;  DEE-5085 
ARCO  Mini  Markets,  California;  DEE-5078 
Arlington  Towers  Exxon,  Virginia;  DEE-5086 
Barkley  Dam  Chevron,  Kentucky,  DEE-5079 
Betsill’s  Gulf  Station,  Georgia;  DEE-5080 
Charles  F.  Argon  &  Company,  California; 
DEE-5749 

Comer  Food  Stores,  Inc.,  New  York;  DEE- 

5087 

Cunningham  Drug  Stores,  Michigan;  DEE- 

5088 

File,  W.  L,  North  Carolina;  DEE-5089 
General  Stations,  Inc.,  West  Virginia;  DEE- 
5090 

Hooks  Service  Station,  New  York;  DEE-5091 
McLean  Phillips  66,  Virginia;  DEE-4396 
Mid-Nine  Gulf  Service  Station.  Michigan; 
DEE-5092 

Nunnally’s  Gulf  Station,  Georgia;  DEE-5081 
O.L  “Shorty"  Fought  Exxon,  Arkansas;  DEE- 
5094 

Ree  Oil  Company.  Iowa;  DEE-5162 
Ron’s  Conoco,  Iowa;  DEE-5095 
Stephen  Meads  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  Texas;  DEE- 
5096 

Stukey,  Carl  F.,  California;  DEE-5082 
Sunset  Amoco,  Florida;  DEE-5077 
Tony’s  Shell  Service,  California;  DEE-5097 
Vi’s  Comer  Gas,  Minnesota;  DEE-5083 
West  Esplanade  Shell,  Louisiana;  DEE-5098 
Western  Exchange  Corporation,  Nevada; 
DEE-5099 

Wright  &  Wright  Auto  Repair,  California; 
DEE-5100 

Yosemite  Park  &  Curry  Co.,  California;  DEE- 
5101 

9th  ft  Crocker  Mobile  Service,  California; 
DEE-5093 

May  11. 1979 

Delta  Mini  Mart,  California;  DEE-^597 
Horizon  Inn,  California;  DEE-4607 
Items  Retrieved.  246. 


Date 


Name  and  location  o(  appNcant 


Type  ol  submission 


6/7/79 _ 


5/7/79 _ 


6/8/79. 

5/8/79 


Asiatic  Petroleum  Corp^  at  a/..  New  York,  New  OEX-0163. 
York.  . 


Sun  Company,  kic.,  Washington.  D.C . .  DRO-0204, 

DR&-0204 

andORT- 

0204. 

Time  Oil  Company,  Washington,  D.C _  DRD-0022.... 


Supplemental  Order  altering  exception  reliel  previously  granted.  It  granted:  The  DOE'S 
October  13,  1978,  Decision  and  Order  issued  to  /Asiatic  Petroleum  Corp.  et  al.,  would 
be  modHied  with  respect  to  its  tee-exempt  authority  on  actual  imports  of  residual  fuel 
ON. 

Request  for  temporary  stay  and  stay.  If  granted:  Sun  Company,  Inc.,  would  recr've  a 
temporary  stay  and  stay  of  the  Interim  Remedial  Order  for  Immediate  Compliance 
issued  A^  27, 1979. 


Motion  for  Discovery.  It  granted:  Discovery  would  be  granted  to  Time  ON  Company  with 
respect  to  its  StatemerM  of  Objectiotw  to  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order  issued  to  Chev¬ 
ron  U.SA.  Inc.  (Case  Nos.  DRH-0083  and  DRD-OOeS). 

Request  for  Stay.  H  granted:  Oown  Central  Petrolaum  Corporation  would  receive  a  stay 
of  the  Propos^  RemedW  Order  isaued  to  the  firm  on  /Kugust  31, 1978. 

Appeal  of  Economic  Regulatory  Adminisirativo  Decision  and  Order.  H  granted:  The  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulatory  Administration's  AprN  11,  1979,  Decision  and  Order  to  E-Z  Serve, 
Inc.  regarding  the  firm’s  appUcaBon  for  a  cnide  oN  aNocation  would  be  modffied. 
Attorney  General  of  Ohio,  Columbus,  Ohio-...._™_  OEA-0398 .™ —  Appeal  ol  Economic  Regulatory  AdmMstration’s  Decision  and  Order.  K  granted:  The 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration’s  AprN  2,  1979,  Decision  and  Order  issued  to 
Columbia  LNG  Corporation  regardtog  the  base  perM  allocation  of  SNG  feedstock 
would  be  modified. 


Crown  Central  Petroleum  Corporation _ _ _ 0ES-4)21 1 _ 

E-Z  Serve,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C _  DEA-0396 _ 
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Nwn*  and  tocalion  of  appHcani 


CaMNoi 


Typo  ol  tubmfloii 


5/9A7P _ 

5/9/79 _ 

5/9/79 . . 

5/9/79 . . 

5/9/79 _ 

5/9/79 _ 

5/9/79 . . 

5/9/79 _ _ 

5/9/79.. . . 

5/9/79 . . 

5/9/79 . . 

5/10/79 _ _ _ 

5/10/79 _ 

5/10/79 . . 


Buck's  BuImw  ft  Prepono  Service.  Inc - OK-6540 _ 

Canal  Refinine  Company.  Church  Point.  Louisiana.-  OSG-0053 - 


Geliy  Refinng  ft  MarkeSng.  Cherry  HNL  New  OEA-0419 - 

Jersey. 

Giass4Jned  Water  Healer  Co..  Qeveland.  Ohio.......  OEE-SBI? _ 

Minuteman  Gas  'n  Pantry.  Inc . . . -...  OEE-51 15  __ 

Oklahoma  Refining  Company.  Oklahoma  C9y.  Okta-  ORT-0206  and 
homa.  .  ORS-020ft 

Power  Test  Pekoleum.  Distributors,  inc . . DE/MMIS _ 


PhMps  Petroleum  Company.  BartlesvHie.  Oklahoma  OEE-5t  13, 


OES-5113 

andOST- 

5113. 

UCO  01  Company  (Mobil  Oil  Corporation) . . . OEX-0164 .... 


UCO  Oil  Company  (Texaco.  Irrc.) . . ;  DEX-0165 


UCO  Oil  Company  (Union  Ol  Company  of  Caifor-  OEX-0166  .. 
nia). 


Amoco  Oil  Company,  Chicago.  Illinois _ OEA-0408. 

DES-040e 

widOST- 

0406. 

Campus  Commons  SheU.  Sacramenta  CaWorrsa _ OEE-5117- _ 

(3ulf  Oil  Company.  Houston.  Texas . .  0EA-04(J7, 

OST-0407 

andOES- 

0407. 


Price  ExcapOon  (Section  212.93).  H  granted:  Buck's  Butane  ft  Propane  Sarvica.  Inc- 
would  tecaiua  an  axoaption  from  ttia  provisiona  of  10  (7R  Section  212.93. 

Petition  for  SpacM  Redreaa.  If  granted:  Tha  August  21,  1979,  Deciiion  and  Order 
issued  to  Monsanto  Company  (Case  No.  FEE-4397)  would  be  morWsd  concsnilng 

sates  of  tease  condensate. 

Appeal  of  Assignment  Order.  If  granted:  Tha  April  20.  1979,  Assignmsiri  Order  isauad 
to  (jetty  Refining  ft  Marketing  &)mpany  would  be  modMiad  ooncamktg  Dw  gaaoNne 
sates  to  Award  Psirolaum  Company. 

Excaption  (10  CFR  430).  If  granM  GtosteUned  Water  Haater  Contoany  would  racatea 
an  aaception  bom  9ie  provisiona  of  10  CFR  430. 

Exception  to  change  auppNm.  N  granted:  Minutoman  Gas  *n  Pantry,  bic-  woiid  be  as¬ 
signed  a  new  base  pmioB  supplier  of  motor  gasoKne  to  replace  Marbn  01  Service, 
tee 

Request  tor  Stey  and  Request  tor  Temporary  Stay.  If  granted:  Oklahoma  Refining  Con»- 
pany  would  be  grarried  a  Stay  and  a  Temporary  Stay  of  an  tetsrim  Rsmatls)  Onter 
tor  Immedteto  Comptanca  issued  by  Region  VI  on  May  4, 1979. 

Appeal  of  an  Assigtiment  Order.  If  granted:  TTte  April  20.  1979.  Assignment  Order 
isauad  to  Power  Taat  Petroleum  Distributors.  Ine  would  be  modMed  concerning  the 
gseninw  sates  to  Award  Peboleum,  tee 

Exception  to  Terminate  Sales  Obloation,  Requests  tor  Stay  and  Tamporwy  Slay.  If 
granted:  PhMpa  Peboleum  Company  woud  be  permitted  to  termteate  bs  sates  obfga- 
tion  under  the  Mandatory  Crude  Ol  Alocstion  (Buy /Sal)  ftogram. 

Supplemental  Order/Protective  Oder.  If  granted:  UCO  Ol  Company  and  MobI  Ol  Cor¬ 
poration  would  be  granted  a  Protective  Oder  regarding  confideninl  informalon  te- 
volved  to  U(X3  Ol  Company's  Applicatons  tor  Stay.  Temporary  Slay,  and  Eacaption 
(Cass  Nos.  OES-2487,  OST-2487.  OEE-2487), 

Supplemental  Order/Prolactiva  Ordar.  If  granted:  U(X3  Ol  Company  and  Texaco,  tec. 
wouU  be  granted  a  Protective  Ordar  regardteg  oonfWenlial  tofOrmatlon  involvad  to 
UCO  Ol  Company's  Appleatons  tor  Stay.  Tamporaiy  Stay,  and  Exception  (Case  Noe. 
DES-2487.  OST-2487.  0EE-2487)l 

Suppiemantal  Ordar/Protectlve  Order.  If  granted  UCO  Ol  Company  and  Union  Ol 
Company  of  CaMomla  would  ba  granted  a  Protective  Order  regtsdteg  conlldentiai  in- 

•  tormalion  invotesd  to  U(X>  Ol  Company’s  Appicatlons  tor  Slay.  Temporary  Slay,  and 
Exception  (Casa  Now.  DES-2487,  OST-2487.  OEE-2487), 

Appeal  of  DOE  Region  IV  Temporary  Aasignrnant  Order  and  Rsquast  tor  Tamporary 

.  Stay  and  Slay.  If  granted  The  April  12. 1979,  Temporary  Asargrariant  Orttar  issued  tv 
DOE  Region  (V  would  be  rescindsd  and  Amoco  sroukt  be  granted  a  temporary  stay 
arxf  slay  pendtog  a  final  determination  of  Ns  Appeal 

Price  Exception  (Section  21192).  If  granted  Campus  Commons  Shal  sroukt  raoerva  an 
exception  to  tea  provisions  of  10  CFR  21192. 

Appeal  of  Assignment  Order  and  Request  for  Temporary  Stay  arvl  Stay.  N  granted  The 
April  12.  1979,  Tamporary  Assigninent  Order  issued  by  DOE  Regim  IV  to  Gulf  Ol 
&)mpany-U.S.  would  be  rescinded  and  Gulf  would  be  granted  a  temporary  slay  and 
stay  pendng  a  final  determination  of  its  Appeal 


NOsKM  Of  UD|oCaOvi  I  lecerveo 
(Week  of  May  4  through  May  11, 1979) 


Date  Name  and  location  of  appficant  Casa  No. 


5/9/79 . . Sore  Enterprises,  Inc . - . . . . . — . . . . . . . . .  DEE-3173  / 

inn9 _ B-C  Enter^ses.  Los  Angeles.  CaHforenia . DEE-3228 

5/7/79 _ _ _  Save  O.K.  Gas  8  OH.  Okiawaha.  Floridn _ _ DEE-2048 

5/t0/79.„ . . McMahon  Ol  Company.  Newton,  Texas . OEE-2346 


|FR  Doc.  79-1942S  Filed  8-21-79;  8:45  am) 
etUJNO  CODE  84S0-01-M 


Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Appeals  for 
the  Week  of  February  5  Through 
Februaiy  9, 1979 

■  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  February  5  through  February  9, 
1979,  the  Decisions  and  Orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with 
respect  to  Appeals  and  Applications  for 
exception  or  other  relief  hied  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  that  were  dismissed  by  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  and  the 
basis  for  the  dismissal. 

Appeals 

Paul  R.  Duckworth,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  DFA- 
0287,  freedom  of  information 
On  January  10, 1979,  Paul  R.  Duckworth 
Tiled  an  Appeal  of  an  Order  that  the  Chief 


Counsel  of  the  DOE  Nevada  Operations 
Office  issued  to  him  on  December  7, 1978.  In 
that  order  the  Chief  Counsel  found  that  the 
request  for  information  Duckworth  had  filed 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  was 
procedurally  deficient  After  considering  the 
arguments  made  by  Duckworth  in  his  ^peal, 
the  DOE  concluded  that  the  Chief  Counsel 
had  erred  by  not  offering  to  assist 
Duckworth,  as  required  by  DOE  regulations, 
in  correcting  the  procednral  deficiencies. 
Consequently,  this  matter  was  remanded  to 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Officer  of  the 
DOE  Nevada  Operations  Office  with 
instructions  to  assist  Duckworth  in 
remedying  the  procedural  deficiencies  that 
existed  in  the  original  request  for 
.  information. 

fames  A.  Leonard,  Burleson  County.  Tex., 
DRA-023t,  crude  oil 
James  A.  Leonard  filed  an  Appeal  of  a 
Supplemental  Remedial  Order  that  DOE 


Region  VI  issued  to  him  on  September  2S, 
1978.  In  the  Supplemental  Remedial  Order, 
the  Regional  Office  concluded  that  certain 
overcharges  by  Leonard  during  the 
September  1, 1973  through  December  31, 1975 
audit  period  should  not  be  reduced  by  die 
amount  of  any  undercharges  that  may  have 
occurred  in  a  subsequent  period.  In  his 
Appeal,  Leonard  contended  that  an  offset  of 
post-audit  period  undercharges  was 
appropriate  because  the  same  error  in  the 
application  of  DOE  regulations  with  respect 
to  a  crude  oil  producing  property  owned  by 
Leonard  that  resulted  in  the  violations 
specified  in  the  Remedial  Order  also  resulted 
in  undercharges  for  crude  oil  produced  from 
the  same  property  subsequent  to  the 
completion  of  the  audit.  The  DOE  found  with 
respect  to  this  argument  that  consideration  of 
the  offset  issue  in  the  Leonard  case  was 
consistent  with  the  language  and  intent  of 
Ruling  1977-1  and  the  internal  policy 
guidelines  of  the  Office  of  Enforcement  but 
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that  the  record  did  not  indicate  thst  the 
Regional  Office  had  in  fact  considered  the 
question  whether  an  offset  should  be 
permitted. 

The  DOE  further  found  that  the  property  in 
question  would  have  qualified  for  the  stripper 
well  lease  exemption  on  January  1, 1976,  but 
that  as  a  result  of  his  error  Leonard  had 
certified  production  from  the  property  as 
lower  tier  crude  oil.  The  DOE  therefore 
concluded  that  under  these  circumstances  an 
offset  should  have  been  permitted  and 
granted  the  Leonard  Appeal. 

Remedial  Order 

Monies,  Inc.,  Grand  Rapids,  Minnesota, 
DRO-0085,  propane 

Monies,  Inc.  filed  a  Statement  of 
Objections  to  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
that  DOE  Region  V  issued  to  the  hrm  on  June 
15, 1978.  In  the  Proposed  Remedial  Order, 
Region  V  found  that  during  the  period 
November  1, 1973  through  November  30, 1978, 
Momes  had  charged  its  customers  prices  for 
propane  that  exceeded  those  permitted  by  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  Regulations.  In  its 
Statement  of  Objections,  Momes  generally 
denied  that  its  prices  were  in  violation  of  the 
regulations  and  also  disputed  an  allegation  in 
the  PRO  that  it  did  not  comply  with 
regulatory  recordkeeping  requirements. 

Momes  further  contended  that  it  had  been 
deprived  of  its  right  to  a  hearing  by  the 
Regional  Office.  In  considering  the  Objection, 
the  DOE  determined  that  Region  V  had 
correctly  computed  Momes’  May  15, 1973 
weighted  average  unit  cost  of  product  in 
inventory.  The  DOE  further  found  that  Region  ‘ 

V  was  correct  in  using  the  actual  selling 
prices  that  Momes  had  charged  for  propane 
on  May  15, 1973  in  computing  the  firm’s 
maximum  lawful  selling  prices.  In  addition, 
the  DOE  determined  that  Momes  was  not 

'  entitled  to  rely  on  statements  allegedly  made 
by  an  FEA  auditor  indicating  that  the  firm 
was  not  in  violation  of  the  regulations.  'The 
DOE  held  that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
determine  whether  Momes  had  complied 
with  applicable  recordkeeping  requirements, 
because  the  PRO  did  not  impose  any 
sanctions  for  this  alleged  violation.  Finally, 
the  DOE  determined  that  the  failure  of  Region 

V  to  hold  a  conference  subsequent  to  the 
issuance  of  a  notice  of  probable  violation  did 
not  adversely  a^ect  the  firm  in  any 
significant  manner.  On  the  basis  of  these 
findings,  the  DOE  rejected  Momes’  objections 
and  issued  the  June  15  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  as  a  final  Remedial  Order. 

Requests  for  Exception 

B.D.O.  Petroleum  Corporation,  Westbury, 

New  York,  DRC-0010,  motor  gasoline 

B.D.O.  Petroleum  Corporation  Hied  with  the 
Region  II  Office  an  Application  for  Exception 
from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.12  in  which 
it  sought  an  increase  from  280,000  to  3,000,000 
gallons  annually  in  the  base  period  allocation 
of  motor  gasoline  for  the  retail  service 
stations  operated  by  EDO.  In  response  to  that 
request.  Region  II  issued  a  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  in  which  it  tentatively  determined 
that  the  exception  should  be  denied.  EDO 
then  hied  the  present  Statement  of 
Objections,  contending  that  denial  of  relief 


would  cause  the  firm  to  suffer  a  gross 
inequity  and  serious  hardship.  In  support  of 
its  contention,  EDO  claimed  that  it  had 
changed  the  nature  of  the  operation  of  its 
retaU  stations  and  that  its  lease  and  supply 
contract  prevented  it  from  obtaining 
sufficient  surplus  supply  to  meet  the  resulting 
increased  need.  EDO  also  claimed  that'  the 
profitability  of  the  site  had  declined  as  a 
result  of  the  DOE  regulations.  The  DOE, 
however,  rejected  both  claims,  finding  that 
any  difficulties  the  firm  was  experiencing 
were  a  result  of  business  decision  made  after 
the  regulations  had  taken  effect.  Moreover, 
the  DOE  found  that  EDO  had  failed  to 
demonstrate  that  the  profitability  of  the  site 
had  declined.  The  DOE  therefore  determined 
that  the  exception  request  should  be  denied. 
Bock  and  Bacon  Oil  Company,  Houston, 

Texas,  DXE-2027  crude  oil 
The  Eock  and  Eacon  Oil  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The 
exception,  if  granted,  would  extend  relief 
previously  approved  and  permit  Eock  and 
Bacon  to  continue  to  sell  certain  quantities  of 
the  crude  oil  produced  from  the  Champion 
Paper  Company  Lease  property  at  upper  tier 
ceding  prices.  In  considering  the  exception 
request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  per  barrel 
operating  costs  at  the  property  continued  to 
exceed  the  applicable  lower  tier  ceiling  price, 
and  it  therefore  concluded  that  continued 
exception  relief  was  necessary  to  provide  the 
firm  with  an  economic  incentive  to  continue 
production  operations.  In  accordance  with 
the  precedents  established  in  a  number  of 
previous  Decisions,  the  DOE  permitted  Bock 
and  Bacon  to  sell  46  percent  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  from  the  property  at  upper  tier 
ceiUng  prices  for  a  period  of  six  months. 

Culf  Oil  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas;  DEE- 
1952,  Motor  Gasoline 
Gulf  Oil  Corporation  Filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  fitim  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
212.83(c).  If  granted,  the  exception  would 
permit  Gulf  to  exclude  from  its  base  period 
costs  certain  marketing  expenses  associated 
with  assets  in  its  midcontinent  area  of 
operations  that  have  been  sold  to 
independent  jobbers.  Gulf  also  requested  the 
same  relief  with  respect  to  any  marketing 
assets  in  any  of  its  operating  areas  that  are  in 
the  future  sold  to  independent  jobbers.  In 
approving  Gulfs  Application  with  respect  to 
its  midcontinent  divestiture  program,  the 
DOE  observed  that  exception  relief  would 
further  the  underlying  objective  of  Section 
212.83Cc),  which  is  to  permit  a  refiner  to  pass 
through  increased  costs  incurred  with  respect 
to  its  operations  since  May  1973.  However, 
with  respect  to  Gulfs  exception  request 
concerning  future  divestitures,  the  DOE 
concluded  that  Gulf  had  not  provided  the 
type  of  detailed  information  necessary  to 
permit  the  DOE  to  ascertain  the  impact  of 
any  divestitute  plan  upon  the  distributors 
involved.  The  DOE  therefore  denied  this 
portion  of  the  exception  request,  stating  that 
it  would  further  consider  the  question  of 
future  divestitures  when  the  firm  furnishes  a 
detailed  description  of  the  divestiture  plan 
and  necessary  financial  information 
concerning  the  properties  to  be  divested. 


Kem  County  Refinery,  Inc.,  Bakersfield. 

California;  DXE-0088,  Crude  Oil 
Kem  County  Refinery,  Ina  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  fitim  its  obligation 
under  the  Old  Oil  Entitlements  Program  (10 
CFR  211.67)  to  purchase  entitlements  for  the 
period  October  1977  through  March  1978.  On 
December  20, 1977,  the  DOE  issued  a. 

Proposed  Decision  and  Order  in  which  it 
reached  a  preliminary  determination  that 
Kem  had  changed' its  business  practices  in 
order  to  receive  additional  relief  under  an 
exception  previously  granted  to  the  firm 
based  on  the  precedent  established  in  Delta 
Refining  Company,  2  FEA  Par.  83,275  (1975). 

In  order  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  that 
situation,  the  DOE  concluded  that  the 
standard  for  exception  relief  that  was 
implemented  in  the  Delta  Decision  should  be 
modified  by  placing  a  ceiling  on  the  amount 
of  exception  relief  available  to  small  refiners. 
The  DOE  held  that  the  maximum  amount  of 
exception  relief  available  should  be 
equivalent  to  the  level  of  exception  relief  that 
would  be  granted  if  the  firm’s  crude  oil 
receipts  and  mns  to  stills  were  the  same  as 
they  were  during  the  period  February  1970 
through  January  1977.  Applying  the  modified 
Delta  standard  in  the  case  of  Kem  County, 
the  DOE  proposed  to  grant  exception  relief  in 
die  amount  of  $1,365,926  per  month  for  the 
six-month  relief  period. 

In  its  Statement  of  Objections  to  the 
Proposed  Decision,  Kem  contended  that  the 
DOE  could  not  alter  the  Delta  standard 
without  first  complying  with  statutory 
rulemaking  provisions  and  could  not  lawfully 
apply  the  historical  period  limitation  to  a 
period  of  time  that  preceded  the  date  of  the 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order.  In  considering 
Kern’s  objections,  the  DOE  held  that 
standards  for  exception  relief  that  were 
involved  were  adjudicatory  in  nature  and 
therefore  were  not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  for  rulemaking  that  are 
contained  in  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act.  The  DOE  also  concluded  that  the  action 
discussed  in  *he  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  was  of  a  prospective  nature,  because  it 
involved  additional  exception  relief  for  a 
period  never  before  considered  by  the  agency 
and  did  not  alter  or  reduce  any  relief 
previously  granted  to  the  firm.  The  DOE  also 
determined,  moreover,  that  implementation  of 
that  revised  standard  to  Kern’s  operations 
effective  with  the  month  of  October  1977 
would  not  cause  Kem  any  hardship  that 
could  threaten  its  continued  economic 
viability.  The  DOE  found  no  merit  in  Kern’s 
contention  that  the  DOE's  use  of  the  entire 
Febmary  1976  through  January  1977  historical 
period  resulted  in  a  distorted  and 
unrepresentative  image  of  Kern’s  customary 
business  practices.  The  DOE  agreed, 
however,  with  Kern’s  contention  that  the 
agency  had  incorrectly  calculated  the  volume 
and  composition  of  the  firm’s  crude  oil 
receipts  and  mns  to  stills  iot  the  Febmary 
1976  through  January  1977  historical  period, 
and  in  view  of  that  finding  the  DOE 
concluded  that  the  amount  of  exception  relief 
granted  Kem  should  be  $10,232,390  for  the 
period  October  1977  through  March  1978, 
rather  than  $8,195,556,  the  amount  of  relief 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  122  /  Friday.  Jime  22.  1979  /  Notices 


36467 


granted  to  Kem  in  the  December  20  I’roposed 
Decision  and  Order. 

M  J  Mitchell,  Dallas,  Texas;  DXE-1666, 
crude  oil  ' 

M. ).  Mitchell  filed  an  Application  for 
F.xception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception,  if  granted, 
would  result  in  the  extension  of  the  exception 
relief  previously  granted  and  would  permit 
Mitchell  to  continue  to  sell  the  working 
interest  share  of  the  crude  oil  produced  from 
the  Pickrell  Ranch  Minelusa  Sand  Unit 
located  in  Campbell  County,  Wyoming,  at 
market  prices.  M.  J,  Mitchell,  1  DOE  Par. 
81,118  (1978).  In  considering  the  Mitchell 
request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  working 
interest  owners  continued  to  incur  increased 
operating  expenses  at  the  Unit  and  that,  in 
the  absence  of  continued  exception  relief, 
Mitchell  would  lack  an  economic  incentive  to 
continue  to  produce  crude  oil  from  the 
property.  Therefore,  on  the  basis  of  the 
operating  data  that  Mitchell  submitted  for  the 
most  recently  completed  six-month  period, 
the  DOE  concluded  that  Mitchell  should  be 
permitted  to  sell  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices 
75.91  percent  of  the  working  interest  share  of 
production  from  the  Unit. 

Monsanto  Company,  Houston,  Texas;  DXE- 
2093,  DXE-2094.  crude  oil 
On  December  20, 1978,  the  Monsanto 
Company  filed  two  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
212,  Subpart  D.  The  exceptions,  if  granted, 
would  result  in  an  extension  of  exception 
relief  previously  granted  to  Monsanto  with 
respect  to  the  Hendrick  “A”  property  and  the 
Hendrick  “C"  property  of  the  Hendricks 
Field,  located  in  Winkler  County,  Texas.  In 
considering  the  exception  requests,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  operating  costs  per  barrel  at 
the  two  properties  continued  to  exceed  the 
applicable  lower  tier  ceiling  price,  and  the 
DOE  therefore  concluded  that  continued 
exception  relief  was  necessary  in  order  to 
provide  Monsanto  with  an  economic 
incentive  to  maintain  production  operations. 
The  DOE  further  determined  that  the  firm 
would  not  have  an  incentive  to  contine 
operations  at  the  two'  properties  if  the  Erm 
were  required  to  sell  the  crude  oil  produced 
from  the  properties  at  upper  tier  ceiling 
prices.  In  accordance  with  the  methodology 
established  in  previous  Decisions,  the  DOE 
permitted  Monsanto  to  sell  a  portion  of  the 
crude  oil  at  market  prices  and  the  remainder 
at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 

Pennzoil  Producing  Company,  Houston, 
Texas;  DXE-2012,  crude  oil. 

Pennzoil  Producing  Company  Hied  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The 
exception,  if  granted,  would  result  in  an 
extension  of  exception  relief  previously 
granted  to  Pennzoil  and  would  permit  the 
firm  to  sell  at  market  prices  the  crude  oil 
produced  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  owners  from  the  Woodruff  Sand 
Waterflood  Unit  located  in  Yazoo  County, 
Mississippi.  In  considering  the  exception 
request,  the  DOE  fould  that  as  a  result  of 
increases  in  operating  costs  Peimzoil  would 
not  have  an  economic  incentive  to  produce 
crude  oil  from  the  Woodruff  Unit  unless 


additional  exception  relief  were  approved. 
Therefore,  in  accordance  with  the 
methodology  utilized  in  previous  Decisions, 
the  DOE  concluded  that  Pennzoil  should  be 
permitted  during  the  six-month  period  ending 
June  30, 1979  to  sell  100  percent  of  the  crude 
oil  produced  from  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  owners  from  the  Woodruff  Unit  at 
market  prices,  not  to  exceed  $22.77  per  barrel. 
Pennzoil  Producing  Company,  Houston, 

Texas,  DXE-2044  crude  oil. 

Pennzoil  Producing  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The 
exception,  if  granted,  would  result  in  the 
extension  of  exception  relief  previously 
granted  to  Pennzoil  and  would  permit  the 
firm  to  sell  at  market  prices  the  crude  oil 
produced  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  owners  from  the  McGraw-Stevens 
Waterflood  Unit  (the  Stevens  Unit)  located  in 
the  Tinsley  Field,  Yazoo  County.  Mississippi. 
In  considering  the  exception  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  Pennzoil's  operating  costs  had 
increased  to  the  point  that  the  firm  no  longer 
had  an  economic  incentive  to  produce  crude 
oil  from  the  Stevens  Unit  in  the  absence  of 
additional  exception  relief.  In  accordance 
with  the  criteria  applied  in  previous 
Decisions,  the  DOE  concluded  that  Pennzoil 
should  be  permitted  to  sell  92.45  percent  of 
the  crude  oil  produced  from  the  Stevens  Unit 
for  the  benefit  of  the  working  interest  owners 
at  market  prices  not  to  exceed  $14.23  per 
barrel  and  should  be  permitted  to  sell  the 
remaining  7.55  percent  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  owners  from  the  property  at  upper 
tier  ceiling  price  during  the  six  month  pedod 
ending  June  30, 1979. 

Petition  for  Special  Redress 

Texaco,  Inc.,  White  Plains,  New  York,  DSG- 
0036  motor  gasoline. 

Texaco,  Inc.  filed  a  Petition  for  Special 
Redress  with  respect  to  a  rulemaking 
proceeding  involving  proposed  amendments 
to  the  refiner  price  regulations.  In  its  Petition 
Texaco  alleged  that  the  ERA  had  been 
dilatory  in  conducting  the  rulemaking,  and  it 
therefore  requested  that  an  order  be  issued 
directing  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  to  close  the  rulemaking 
proceeding  and  issue  a  final  rule  permitting 
refiners  to  allocate  an  increased  amount  of 
product  and  nonproduct  costs  to  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  Texaco  request 
the  DOE  observed  that  the  ERA  had  decided 
to  continue  the  rulemaking  pending 
completion  and  review  of  a  final 
environmental  impact  statement  The  DOE 
found  that  in  view  of  the  complexity  of  the 
economic  and  environmental  issues  related 
to  the  proposed  regulatory  amendments, 
ERA'S  continuation  of  the  rulemaking 
appeared  reasonable  and  that  interference  . 
with  the  rulemaking  proceeding  would  be 
inappropriate.  Consequently,  Texaco's 
request  was  denied. 

Request  for  Temporary  Stay 

Young  Refining  Corporation.  Douglasville, 
Georgia.  DST-1051  crude  oil. 


Young  Refining  Corporation  requested  that 
its  obligation  under  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
211.67  (the  Entitlements  Program)  for  the 
months  of  November  and  December  1978  and 
January  1979  be  stayed  pending  a 
determination  on  an  Application  for  Stay  that 
it  intended  to  file.  In  considering  the  Young 
request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  had 
failed  to  make  a  substantial  prima  facie 
showing  that  it  did  not  possess  the  financial 
resources  that  would  enable  it  to  purchase 
entitlements,  and  the  DOE  further  found  that 
any  financial  difficulties  the  firm  might  be 
experiencing  appeared  to  be  the  result  of  its 
own  business  decisions.  The  DOE  therefore 
denied  the  Young  request. 

Motion  for  Evidentiary  Hearing 

Cos  del  Oro.  Inc.,  et  al„  Laredo,  Texas;  DEH- 

0396,  DEH~1237,  natural  gas 
Gas  del  Oro,  Inc.,  filed  Motions  for 
Evidentiary  Hearing  in  connection  with  its 
Statements  of  Objection  to  two  Proposed 
Decisions  and  Orders  concerning  the  Ozona 
Gas  Processing  Plant.  In  the  Proposed 
Decisions,  the  DOE  tentatively  determined 
that  Ozona  should  be  permitted  to  increase 
its  prices  of  natural  gas  liquids  in  order  to 
reflect  certain  unrecovered  non-product  cost 
increases  that  it  incurred  at  the  Ozona  plant. 
If  Gas  del  Oro's  Motions  were  granted,  the 
DOE  would  convene  an  evidentiary  hearing 
regarding  the  sufficiency  and  acciu-acy  of  the 
financial  information  that  formed  the  basis 
for  the  Proposed  Decisions.  In  considering  the 
firm’s  contentions,  the  DOE  noted  that,  while 
it  generally  takes  a  liberal  view  with  respect 
to  motions  for  evidentiary  hearing,  the  Gas 
del  Oro  Motions  appeared  to  be  requests  to 
engage  Li  a  wide-ranging  inquiry  into  the 
general  naioie  of  Ozona's  business 
operations.  Evidentiary  hearings,  the  DOE 
pointed  out,  are  intended  only  to  aid  the 
agency  in  deciding  issues  of  fact  material  to  a 
pending  case.  Furthermore,  the  DOE  found 
impersuasive  Gas  de  Oro’s  argument  that 
Ozona  had  willfully  misrepresented  its 
nonproduct  costs  to  the  DOE  in  order  to 
obtain  exception  relief  in  past  proceedings. 
The  DOE  also  stated  that  it  would  be 
inappropriate  to  grant  an  evidentiary  hearing 
that  would  have  the  effect  of  releasing  to  Gas 
del  Oro  the  confidential  financial  information 
that  Ozona  had  previously  offered  to  disclose 
under  a  joint  protective  order,  an  offer  that 
Gas  del  Oro  had  refused.  Finally,  tlie  DOE 
observed  that  a  review  of  a  recent  audit  of 
the  Ozona  firm  would  provide  an  efficient 
means  by  which  to  verify  the  financial  data 
underlying  the  Proposed  Decisions,  and  thus 
Gas  del  Oro  had  not  shown  that  the  issues  it 
presented  in  its  Motions  could  be  established 
effectively  and  efficently  in  a  manner  only 
through  the  direct  questioning  of  witnesses  at 
an  evidentiary  hearing.  Consequently,  Gas 
del  Oro's  Motions  for  Evidentiary  Hearing 
were  denied. 

Motion  for  Discovery 

William  Herbert  Hunt  Trust  Estate,  Dallas. 

Texas;  DRD0112,  crude  oil 
The  William  Herbert  Hunt  Trust  Estate 
filed  a  Motion  for  Discovery  in  connection 
with  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order  that  DOE 
Region  VI  issued  to  Hunt.  In  its  Motion  for 
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Discovery,  Hunt  sought  responses  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  to  a  request  for 
admission  and  to  written  interrogatories, 
production  of  intra*agency  documents 
pertaining  to  the  pricing  of  condensate 
recovered  at  medianical  separators,  and 
permission  to  depose  an  agency  officiaL  In 
considering  the  Hunt  Motion,  the  DOE 
determined  that  Hunt’s  request  for  admission 
Motion,  the  DOE  determined  that  Hunt’s 
request  few  admission  sought  a  legal 
conclusion  rather  than  admission  of  a 
relevant  fact  and  therefore  should  be  denied. 
’The  DOE  further  determined  that  the  internal 
agency  memoranda  sought  by  Hunt  were 
deliberative  and  pre^ecisional,  and  that  their 
importance  to  the  issues  presented  by  the 
PRO  were  not  sufficent  to  override  the 
privilege  against  disclosure.  The  DOE  also 
determined,  however,  that  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  should  be  required  to  respond  to 
a  Hunt  interrogatory  concerning  the  existence 
of  unpublished  agency  rules  relating  to  the 
proper  pricing  of  condensate  recovered  from 
mechanical  separators.  The  DOE  denied, 
however,  the  firm’s  request  to  depose  the 
agency  official  responsible  for  any  rule  of  this 
type  on  the  grounds  that  the  requested 
deposition  would  violate  the  general 
prohibition  against  mquiry  into  the  mental 
processes  of  officials  responsible  for  an 
agency  deoaioa. 

Dismissals 

’The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
following  a  statement  by  the  applicant 
inHinnting  that  the  relief  requested  was  no 
longer  needed: 

A  H.  Todd  S’ Sons,  Inc.,  Fleischmanns.  New 
Yotic  DEB-2009 

BucksvilJe  Center  Shell  Bucksville,  Ohio: 
DEE-2043 

Continental  Oil  Company,  Washington.  D.C.; 
FEE-3998 

Charles  P.  Haas,  Carpus  Cristi.  Texas;  DRO- 
0108 

Skard  &  Newsam,  Inc.,  Las  Cruces.  New 
Mexico;  DEE-1998 

Moheen  Production  Company,  Corpus 
Christi,  Texas;  DRO-0152 
Petroleum  International  Associates,  Inc., 
Washington,  D.C.;  DRD-0212 
Central  Oil  Company  of  Worchester, 

Washington,  DC.;  DRO-0067,  DRH-O067. 
DRD-0067. 

The  following  submission  was  dismissed 
on  the  grounds  that  alternative  regulatory 
procedures  existed  under  which  relief  mij^t 
be  obtained: 

Law  Offices  of  Richard  Levy.  Alexandria 
Virginia;  DFA-0297 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Decisions  and  Orders  are  available  in 
the  Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals.  Room  B-120. 
2000  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m.. 
e.d.t,  except  Federal  holidays.  They  are 
also  available  in  Energy  Management: 
Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 


commercially  published  loose  leaf 
reporter  system. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
June  18. 1979. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19972  FtUd  9-21-79;  ft45  am| 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL 1255-5;  OPP-30165) 

Pesticide  Programs;  Receipt  of 
Application  to  Register  Pesticide 
Product  Containing  New  Active 
Ingredient 

Herculite  Products,  Inc.,  1107 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10010,  has 
submitted  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  an  application 
to  register  the  pesticide  product 
HERCON  LURETAPE  WITH 
DISPARLURE  (EPA  FUe  Symbol  8730- 
RT)i  containing  13.0%  of  the  active 
ingredient  c/s-7,8-expoxy-2- 
methyloctadecane  which  has  not  been 
included  in  any  previously  registered 
pesticide  product  The  application 
proposes  that  the  pesticide  be  classified 
for  general  nse  in  wooded  residential 
areas  and  forests  to  control  gypsy  moth. 
Notice  of  this  application  is  given 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA)  as  amended  in  1972. 1975, 
and  1978  (92  Stat  819;  7  U.S.C.  136)  and 
the  regulations  thereunder  (40  CFR 162). 

Notice  of  receipt  of  this  application 
does  not  indicate  a  decision  by  the 
Agency  on  the  application.  Interested 
persons  are  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  on  this  application  to  the 
Federal  Register  Section,  Program 
Support  Division  (TS-757,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  EPA,  Rm.  401,  East 
Tower,  401 M  St,  SW,  Washington,  DC 
20460.  The  comments  must  be  received 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  should  bear  a  notation 
indicating  the  EPA  File  Symbol  “8730- 
RT*.  Comments  received  within  the 
specified  time  period  will  be  considered 
before  a  final  decision  is  made; 
comments  received  after  the  specified 
time  period  will  be  considered  only  to 
the  extent  possible  without  delaying 
processing  of  the  application.  Specific 
questions  concerning  this  application 
and  the  data  submitted  should  be 
directed  to  Product  Manager  (PM)  17. 
Mr.  Franklin  Gee.  Registration  Division 
(TS-767),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
at  the  above  address  or  by  telephone  at 
202/426-0425.  The  label  furnished  by 
Herculite  Products.  Inc.,  as  well  as  all 


written  comments  filed  pursuant  to  this 
notice,  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Federal 
Register  Section  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00 
p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Notice  of  approval  or  denial  of  this 
application  to  register  HERCON 
LURETAPE  WITH  DISPARLURE  will  be 
annoimced  in  the  Federal  Rej^ster. 
Except  for  such  material  protected  by 
Section  10  of  FIFRA,  the  test  data  and 
other  information  submitted  in  support 
of  registration  as  well  as  other  scientific 
information  deemed  relevant  to  the 
registration  decision  may  be  made 
available  after  approval  imder  the 
provisions  of  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  The  procedures  for 
requesting  such  data  will  be  given  in  the 
Federal  Register  if  an  application  is 
approved. 

Dated:  June  IS,  1979. 

Douglas  D.  Campt 
Director,  Registration  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19552  Filed  6-21-79;  a;46  mm] 
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f  OPP-30168;  FRL  1255-4] 

Pesttclde  Programs;  Receipt  of 
Application  To  Regtoter  Pesticide 
Product  Containing  New  Active 
Ingredient 

Hoffinan-La  Roche  Inc.,  Nutley,  NJ 
07110,  itas  submitted  to  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
an  application  to  register  the  pesticide 
product  Stemtrol.Liquid  Concentrate 
(EPA  File  Symbol  35977-E),  containing 
5.0%  of  the  active  ingredient  l-(3,7- 
dimethyloctyl)-l-(2-propenyl)peridinium 
bromide  whidi  has  not  been  included  in 
any  previously  registered  pesticide 
product  The  appUcation  proposes  that 
the  pesticide  be  classified  for  general 
use  as  a  growth  regulator  for  reducing 
intemode  elongation  of 
chrysanthemums.  Notice  of  this 
application  is  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Federal  Insecticide. 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA) 
as  amended  in  1972, 1975,  and  1978  (92 
Stat  819;  7  U.S.C.  136)  and  the 
regulations  thereunder  (40  CRF 162). 

Notice  of  receipt  of  this  application 
does  not  indicate  a  decision  by  the 
Agency  on  the  application.  Interested 
persons  are  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  on  this  application  to  the 
Federal  Register  Section,  Program 
Support  Division  (TS-757),  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  EPA,  Rm.  401,  East 
Tower,  401 M  St,  SW,  Washington,  DC 
20460.  The  comments  must  be  received 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
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Register  and  should  bear  a  notation 
indicating  the  EPA  File  Symbol  “35977- 
E”.  Comments  received  within  the 
specified  time  period  will  be  considered 
before  a  final  decision  is  made; 
comments  received  after  the  specified 
time  period  will  be  considered  only  to 
the  extent  possible  without  delaying 
processing  of  the  application.  Specific 
questions  concerning  this  application 
and  the  data  submitted  should  be 
directed  to  Product  Manager  (PM)  25,  ^ 

Mr.  Robert  Taylor,  Registration  Division 
(TS-767),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  at 
the  above  address  or  by  telephone  at 
202/755-7013.  The  label  furnished  by 
Hoffman-La  Roche  Inc.,  as  well  as  all 
written  comments  filed  pursuant  to  this 
notice,  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Federal 
Register  Section  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00 
p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Notice  of  approval  or  denial  of  this 
application  to  register  Stemtrol  Liquid 
Concentrate  will  be  aimounced  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Except  for  such 
material  protected  by  Section  10  of 
FIFRA,  the  test  data  and  other 
information  submitted  in  support  of 
registration  as  well  as  other  scientific 
information  deemed  relevant  tp  the 
registration  decision  may  be  made 
available  after  approval  imder  the 
provisions  of  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  The  procedures  for 
requesting  such  data  will  be  given  in  the 
Federal  Register  if  the  application  is 
approved. 

Dated:  June  15, 1979. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-19S53  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BI  LUNG  CODE  6S60-01-M 


IFRL  1255-7;  PW-191 

Pesticide  Program^  Withdrawal  of 
Pesticide  Petition 

On  November  9. 1976,  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
gave  notice  (41  FR  49513)  that  Amt^em 
Products,  Inc.,  Brookside  Ave.,  Ambler, 
PA  19002,  had  filed  a  petition  (PP 
6F1670).  This  petition  proposed 
establishment  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  the  plant  regulator  ethephon  ((2- 
chloroethyl)  phosphonic  acid)  in  or  on 
the  raw  agricultural  commodity  grapes 
at  1.0  part  per  million  (ppm). 

Amchem  Products,  Inc.  has 
withdrawn  this  petition  without 
prejudice  to  future  filing  in  accordance 
with  the  regulations  (40  CFR  180.8) 
pertaining  to  section  408  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
346a(d)). 


Dated:  June  15, 1979. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division. 
pH  Doc.  79-19550  FSed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  6M0-01-M 


[FRL  1255-6;  PW-18] 

Pesticide  Programs;  Withdrawal  of 
Pesticide  Petition 

On  November  9, 1976,  the 
'  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
gave  notice  (41  FR  49513)  that  Amchem 
Products.  Inc.,  Brookside  Ave.,  Ambler, 
PA  19002,  had  filed  a  petition  (FAP 
6H5152).  This  petition  proposed 
establishment  of  a  regulation  permitting 
the  use  of  the  plant  regulator  ethephon 
((2-chloroethly)phosphonic  acid)  on  the 
commodity  grapes  with  a  tolerance 
limitation  of  5  parts  per  million  (ppm) 
for  residues  resulting  in  the  processed 
food  grape  juice,  grape  wine,  and  grape 
pomace. 

Amchem  Products,  Inc.  has 
withdrawn  this  petition  without 
prejudice  to  future  filing  in  accordance 
with  the  regulations  (40  CFR  180.8) 
pertaining  to  section  409  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
346a(d)). 

Dated:  June  15, 1979. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19551  Piled  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6S60-01-M 


[FRL  1256-4] 

Availability  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

agency:  Office  of  Environmental 
Review,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

PURPOSE:  This  Notice  lists  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  which 
have  been  officially  filed  with  the  EPA 
and  distributed  to  Federal  Agencies  and 
interested  groups,  organizations  and 
individuals  for  review  pursuant  to  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality’s 
Regulations  (40  CFR  Part  1506.9) 

PERIOD  COVERED:  This  Notice  includes 
EIS’s  filed  during  the  week  of  June  11  to 
15, 1979. 

REVIEW  PERIODS:  The  45-day  review 
period  for  draft  EIS’s  listed  in  this 
Notice  is  calculated  from  June  22,  and 
will  end  on  August  6, 1979.  The  30-day 
wait  period  for  final  EIS’s  will  be 
computed  from  the  date  of  receipt  by 
EPA  and  commenting  parties. 

Eis  AVAILABILITY:  To  obtain  a  copy  of  an 
EIS  listed  in  this  Notice  you  should 


contact  the  Federal  agency  which 
prepared  the  EIS.  This  Notice  will  give  a 
contact  person  for  each  Federal  agency 
which  has  filed  an  EIS  during  the  period 
covered  by  the  Notice.  If  a  Federal 
agency  does  not  have  the  EIS  available 
upon  request  you  may  contact  the  Office 
of  Environmental  Review,  EPA  for 
further  information. 

BACK  COPIES  OF  EIS’S:  Copies  of  EIS’s 
previously  filed  with  EPA  or  CEQ  which 
are  no  longer  available  from  the 
originating  agency  are  available  from 
the  Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346 
Connecticut  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 

Kathi  Weaver  Wilson,  Office  of 
Environmental  Review  A-104. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 

(202)  755-0780. 

SUMMARY  OF  NOTICE:  Appendix  I  sets 
forth  a  list  of  EIS’s  filed  with  EPA  during 
the  week  of  June  11  to  15, 1979  the 
Federal  agency  filing  the  EIS,  the  name, 
address,  and  telephone  number  of  the 
Federal  agency  contact  for  copies  of  the 
EIS,  the  filing  status  of  the  EIS,  the 
actual  date  tfre  EIS  was  filed  with  EPA. 
the  title  of  the  EIS,  the  State(s)  and 
Coimty(ies)  of  the  proposed  action  and  a 
brief  summary  of  the  proposed  Federal 
action  and  the  Federal  agency  EIS 
number  if  available.  Commenting 
entities  on  draft  EIS’s  are  listed  for  final 
EIS’s. 

Appendix  II  sets  forth  the  EIS's  which 
agencies  have  granted  an  extended 
review  period  or  a  waiver  from  the 
prescribed  review  period.  'The  Appendix 
II  includes  the  Federal  agency 
responsible  for  the  EIS.  the  name, 
address,  and  telephone  munber  of  the 
Federal  agency  contact,  the  title,  State(s) 
and  County(ies)  of  the  EIS,  the  date  EPA 
announced  availability  of  the  EIS  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  the  extended  date 
for  comments. 

Appendix  III  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS’s 
which  have  been  withdrawn  by  a 
Federal  agency. 

Appendix  IV  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS 
retractions  concerning  previous  Notices 
of  Availability  which  have  been  made 
because  of  procedural  noncompliance 
with  NEPA  or  the  CEQ  regulations  by 
the  originating  Federal  agencies. 

Appendix  V  sets  forth  a  list  of  reports 
or  additional  supplemental  information 
on  previously  filed  EIS’s  which  have 
been  made  available  to  EPA  by  Federal 
agencies. 

Appendix  VI  sets  forth  official 
corrections  which  have  been  called  to 
EPA’s  attention. 
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Dated:  June  19, 1979. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  )r.. 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Review. 

Appendix  I— OS’*  Tiled  With  EPA  During  the 
Week  of  June  11  to  15. 1979 

DEPARTMENT  (V  AGRICULTURE 

Contact;  Mr.  Barry  Plamm,  Coordinator, 
Environmental  Quality  Activities,  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  4i£a,  Washington.  D.C. 
20250,  (202)  447-3965. 

Forest  Servko  ' 

Draft 

Hoodoo-Fisher  Mountain  Planning  Unit, 
Land  Management,  Lincoln  County,  Mont., 
June  14;  Proposed  is  a  Land  Management 
Plan  for  Ho^oo-Fisher  Mountain  Planning 
Unit,  Kootenai  National  Forest,  Lincoln 
County,  Montana.  Four  plans  have  been 
developed.  Alternative  A  involves 
management  of  the  unit  for  primitive, 
dispersed,  and  developed  recreation. 
Alternative  B  provides  optimum  production 
of  goods  and  services.  Alternative  C  concerns 
wildlife  management  of  grizzly  habitat,  areas 
of  high  scenic  value,  and  provides  a  balance 
of  forage  and  cover  for  big  game.  Alternative 
D  emphasizes  commodity  production  with 
provisions  for  dispersed  recreation,  big  game, 
fragile  soils,  and  scenic  qualities.  (01-14-79- 
08-USDA-^?S-DES(ADM)).  (EIS  Order  No. 
90590.) 

Cool-Burnt  Planning  Unit  Land 
Management,  Kootenai  National  Forest, 
Lincoln  County,  Mont.,  June  14:  Proposed  is  a 
Land  Management  Plan  for  the  Cool-Bumt 
Planning  Unit  of  the  Kootenai  National  Forest 
in  Lincoln  County,  Montana.  The  preferred 
alternative  for  the  35,280  acre  unit 
emphasizes  dispersed  recreation,  grizzly  bear 
and  moose  habitats,  and  visual  resources. 
Approximately  12,300  acres  are  allotted  for 
timber  production  with  6,300  acres  of  that 
allotment  constrained  by  visual  requirements. 
The  grizzly  peak  roadless  area  is  largely 
allocated  for  dispersed  recreation  and  gizziy 
bear  habitat.  Four  other  alternatives  are 
considered.  (01-14-79-USDA-4^S-DES- 
(ADM)).  (EIS  Order  No.  90592.) 

Final 

Bridger-Teton  National  Forest,  Timber 
Management  Plan,  several  counties  in  Utah, 
June  14;  Proposed  is  a  Timber  Management 
Plan  for  the  Bridger-Teton  National  Forest  in 
Lincoln,  Sublette,  Teton,  Fremont,  and  Park 
Counties,  Wyoming.  The  plan  will  encompass 
approximately  3,439,807  acres  and  replaces  2 
existing  plans  approved  in  the  mid-sixties. 
Seven  alternatives  are  considered.  The 
preferred  alternative  includes:  (1)  Timber 
management  and  production;  (2)  wilderness 
area  management;  (3)  maintenance  of  rural 
communities;  and  (4)  reduction  of  losses  from 
insects,  disease,  and  fire.  (USDA-^S-TES— 
(ADM)-Jl4-79-l).  Comments  made  by:  USDA, 
HUD,  DOL  State  and  local  agencies,  groups, 
individuals  and  businesses.  (EIS  Order  No. 
90589.) 


Soil  Conservation  Service 
Draft 

Brundage  Watershed  Plan,  reservoir 
enlargement,  Adams  County,  Idaho,  June  14: 
Proposed  is  financial  assistance  for  Uie 
inqilementation  of  the  Brundage  Watershed 
Plan  in  Adams  County,  Idaho.  The  plan 
includes  the  enlargement  of  the  Brundage 
Reservoir  to  a  storage  capacity  of  7,330  acre 
feet,  the  improvement  and  extension  of 
existing  canals,  including  necessary 
structural  components  such  as  diversions  and 
headgates,  and  the  application  of  land 
treatment  measures,  llie  reservoir  will 
contain  a  500  acre  foot  conservation  pool. 

The  purpose  of  this  plan  is  to  provide  full 
season  irrigation  water  supply,  improve 
overall  irrigation  efficiencies,  and  improve 
fishery  and  wildlife  habitats.  (USDA-SCS— 
ElS-WA-{ADM)-79-l-(D)-ID).  (EIS  Order 
No.  90591.) 

Final 

Marshland  Watershed  Project,  Snohomish 
River,  Snohomish  County,  Wash.,  June  14; 
This  proposal  concerns  watershed  protection 
and  flood  prevention  in  Snohomish  County. 
Washington.  The  project  would  finish  the 
remaining  works  of  improvement  involving 
the  reconstruction  and  raising  of 
approximately  2.9  miles  of  existing  levee  to 
provide  the  same  level  of  protection  as  is 
now  being  provided  by  the  2  reaches  of  levee 
alcHig  the  Snohomish  River.  This  will  require 
raising  the  levee  by  about  three  feet,  and  the 
use  of  riprap  in  some  sections.  (USDA-SCS- 
ES-WS-KADM)-78-l(F)-WA).  Comments 
made  by:  USDA,  USA.  HEW.  DOl,  DOT. 
AHP,  State  and  local  agencies,  groups, 
individuals  and  businesses.  (EIS  Order  No. 
90585.) 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Contact:  Mr.  Steve  Rothenburg,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428.  (202)  673-5205. 

Final 

Caribbean  Area  Service  Investigation. 
Grant,  Puerto  Rico,  June  14:  Proposed  is  the 
issuance  of  grants  for  operating  authority 
between  various  mainland  points  and  San 
Juan  to  all  fit  wlHhig,  and  able  applicants 
that  have  proposed  service.  Hie  purpose  of 
the  action  is  hi  improve  the  quantity  and  the 
quality  of  air  eervice  to  Puerto  Rico.  San  Juan 
is  the  only  point  that  will  be  significantly 
affected  by  this  action.  Comments  made  by  : 
DOT.  EPA,  State  agencies.  (EIS  Order  No. 
90588.) 

U.S.  ARMY  CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  Makinen,  Office  of 
Environmental  Policy,  Attn:  DAEN-CWR-P, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  20  Massachusetts 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  (202) 
272-0121. 

Draft 

Walter  F.  George  Lake,  Lock  and  Dam,  Of 
M,  Several  Counties  in  Alabama,  Ga.,  June 
11:  Proposed  is  die  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  Walter  P.  George  Lake 


Lock  and  Dam  located  on  the  Chattahoochee 
River  between  Clay  County,  Georgia  and 
Henry  County,  Alabama.  The  surrounding 
impoundment  area  of  the  dam  also  includes 
Quitman,  Stewart  and  Chattahoochee 
Counties  in  Georgia  and  Barbour  and  Russell 
Counties  in  Alabama.  Hie  facilities  will 
include  a  powerhouse,  lock,  dam  and 
reservoir,  including  associated  buildings, 
water  quality  monitors,  access  roads,  public 
use  areas,  and  boat  channels.  The  portion  of 
the  Chattahoochee  River  involved  extends 
from  Columbus,  Georgia  to  20  miles  below 
the  dam.  (Mobile  District.)  (EIS  Order  No. 
90576.) 

Final 

West  Harbor  Recreational  Navigation 
Improvement,  Ohawa  County,  Ohio,  June  11: 
The  proposed  plan  entails  recreational 
navigation  improvements  for  small  craft  at 
West  Harbor.  Ohio,  consisting  of  breakwater 
construction  and  channel  dredging. 
Breakwater  construction  would  occur  in  Lake 
Erie  at  the  mouth  of  the  natural  channel 
entrance  to  the  harbor.  Dredging  would  be 
performed  to  provide  a  deepened  channel  for 
recreational  craft  extending  from  offshore  in 
Lake  Erie  through  the  natural  channel  and 
into  the  harbor.  This  project  is  located  in 
Ohawa  County.  (Buffalo  District.)  Comments 
made  by:  AHP.  FPC,  DOT,  DOl,  DOC.  State 
and  local  agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  90578.) 

Final 

Cazenovia  Creek  Watershed,  Flood 
Management  (2),  Erie  County,  N.Y..  June  12: 
Proposed  is  a  flood  control  project  for  the 
Cazenovia  Creek  Watershed  located  in  Erie 
Coimty,  New  York.  Nonstructural  measures 
include  floor  plan  management  and 
participation  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program.  Such  measures  are  recommended 
for  reachs  1  through  3,  areas  along  the  main 
stem  of  Cazenovia  Creek  between  the  ice 
retention  structure  and  confluence  of  east 
and  west  branches,  Turmery  Brook,  and  the 
east  and  west  branches  of  Cazenovia  Creek. 
The  draft  EIS  concerning  this  project.  No. 
41802,  filed  12-3-74  was  replaced  by  a 
revised  draft.  No.  61181,  filed  8-12-76. 

(Detroit  District.)  Comments  made  by:  DOT, 
USDA,  DOl,  EPA,  HUD.  HEW.  State 
agencies.  Groups.  (EIS  Order  No.  90464.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  ARMY 

Contact:  Col.  Charies  E.  Sell,  Chief  of  the 
Environmental  Office,  Headquarters  DAEN- 
ZCE,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief  of 
Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army.  Room 
1E676,  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  20310, 
(202)  694-4269. 

Draft 

Hawaii  Army  Installations,  Routine  ~ 
Operations,  Hawaii,  Programmatic,  June  11: 
Proposed  is  the  continuation  of  routine  and 
recurring  type  of  operations  at  35  US  Army 
Support  Command  (USASCH)  Installations 
throughout  the  State  of  Hawaii.  The  activities 
considered  are:  Operations  and  maintenance: 
training;  real  estate;  procurement;  industrial 
activities;  and  administration  and  support 
Thirty  installations  are  located  on  the  island 
of  Oahu,  four  on  the  island  of  Hawaii,  and 
one  on  the  island  of  Maui.  Four  major 
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alternatives  are  considered:  1)  Relocation  of 
the  25th  Infantry  Division  to  Pohakuloa 
Training  area;  2]  Elimination  of  live  ordnance 
training  on  Oahu  installations:  and  3)  The 
transfer  of  all  training  to  Pohakuloa  training 
area.  (EIS  Order  No.  90580.) 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Contact:  Library  Services  Office,  (MD-35}. 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Research  Triangle  Park.  NC  27711,  (919)  541- 
2777. 

Final 

Electric  Utility  Steam  Generating  Units, 
Standards.  Regulatory,  )one  15:  Proposed  is 
the  revision  of  the  existing  new  source 
performance  standards  limiting  the  emissions 
of  sulfur  dioxide  from  coal-fired  electric 
utility  steam  generators  which  have  been  in 
effect  since  December  1971.  Revisions  to  the 
new  source  performance  standards  for  the 
emission  of  particulate  matter  and  oxides  of 
nitrogen  from  coal-bred  electric  utility  steam 
generators  are  also  being  proposed.  Several 
alternatives,  ranging  from  the  retention  of  the 
present  standard  to  proposing  a  very 
stringent  standard,  have  been  considered  by 
the  EPA.  (EPA-450/3-79-021).  Comments 
made  by:  DOI,  TVA,  DOC  DOR  USDA,  State 
and  local  agencies,  groups,  individuals  and 
businesses.  (EIS  Order  No.  90594.) 

There  will  be  no  30  day  wait  period  for  the 
above  FEIS  because  Section  11(b)(1)(B)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  requires  that  every  final  new 
source  performance  standard  must  be 
effective  upon  promulgation. 

Final 

Contact:  Mr.  Clinton  Spotts,  Region  VI. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  First 
International  Building,  1201  Elm  Street. 

Dallas,  TX  75270,  (214)  767-2716. 

Fayette  Power  ^oject,  NPDES  Permit, 
Fayette  County.  Tex..  June  12:  Proposed  is  the 
issuance  of  a  NPDES  permit  for  wastewater 
discharge  from  the  Fayette  Power  Project  in 
the  county  of  Fayette.  Texas  into  Cedar 
Creek  and  the  Colorado  River.  The  applicant 
has  initiated  construction  on  a  coal-bred 
steam  electric  station  on  a  site  located  seven 
miles  from  La  Grange.  Some  features  of  the 
project  include:  (1)  Two  600  MWe  fossil- 
fueled  steam  electric  generating  units,  (2) 
associated  coal  handling  and  storage  areas, 
and  (3)  121  miles  of  new  or  widened 
transmission  corridor.  Comments  made  by: 
FERC.  DOT.  DOI.  COR  USDA.  State 
agencies,  groups.  (EIS  Order  No.  90579.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HUD 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  7274. 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  7th  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410  (202)  755-6306. 

Final 

Herbert  C.  Huber  Subdivision,  Wayne 
Township,  Montgomeiy  County,  Ohio,  )une 
13:  Proposed  is  the  issuance  of  HUD  home 
mortgage  insurance  for  the  Herbert  C.  Huber 
residential  development  in  Wayne  Township. 
Montgomery  County,  Ohio.  The  development 
will  encompass  approximately  643.6  acres 
and  when  completed  will  include  2.038  single¬ 


family  detached  housing  units.  Land  within 
the  development  has  been  set  aside  for 
schools,  open  space,  and  a  bre  station. 
(HUD-R05-^3S-78-06-(F)).  Comments  made 
by :  USDA.  IX)L  EPA.  State  and  local 
agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  90683.) 

Sage  Bluffs  Residential  Development. 

Gillete,  Campbell  County,  Wyo..  June  14: 
Proposed  is  Ae  issuance  of  HUD  home 
mortgage  insurance  for  the  Sage  Bluffs 
residential  development,  Gillete,  Campbell 
Coimty,  Wyoming.  The  subdivision,  when 
completed,  will  consist  of  926  dwelling  units 
including  both  single-family  and  multifamily 
dwelling  units.  The  development,  located  on 
approximately  317  acres,  will  also  include 
school,  open,  and  park  space.  (HUD-R08- 
EIS-79-14F).  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  EPA, 
HEW.  USDA,  COE,  State  and  local  agencies. 
(EIS  Order  No.  90586.) 

Final  Supplement 

Newbelds  New  Community,  Termination, 
Dayton  FS,  Montgomery  County,  Ohio,  June 
15:  This  statement  supplements  a  bnal  QS 
bled  with  CEQ  on  June  19, 1973  (EIS  No. 
31028).  The  propos^  action  is  a 
determination  that  the  continued 
development  of  the  Newbelds  community 
located  near  Dayton.  Montgomery  County, 
Ohio,  as  a  title  VII  new  community  is 
infeasible  and  would  pose  an  unjustifiable 
bnancial  risk.  HUD,  therefore,  recommends 
the  following  action:  (1)  Terminate  title  VII 
status,  (2)  acquisition  of  the  property  through 
foreclosure,  (3)  implementation  of  plaimed 
disposition,  (4)  and  other  actions  within  the 
context  of  the  overall  settlement  agreement. 
Comments  made  by:  EPA.  HUD,  DOT,  DOI, 
USDA.  FERC,  COR  State  and  local  agencies. 
(EIS  Order  No.  90695.) 

Section  104(H) 

The  following  are  community  development 
block  grant  statements  prepared  and 
^  circulated  directly  by  applicants  pursuant  to 
'  section  104(H)  of  the  1974  Housing  and 
Community  Development  Act.  Copies  may  be 
obtained  ^m  the  office  of  the  appropriate « 
local  executive.  Copies  are  not  available  from 
HUD. 

Final 

South  End  Urban  Renewal  Project,  Boston, 
Suffolk  County,  Mass.,  June  13:  Proposed  is 
an  urban  renewal  project  for  the  south  end  of 
the  city  of  Boston,  Suffolk  County, 
Massachusetts.  The  remaining  activities  to  be 
carried  out  include  the  conveyance  of  112 
parcels  of  land  for  redevelopment  and 
various  project  improvements.  The  112 
parcels  may  be  conveyed  subject  to  the 
controls  and  objectives  of  the  modibed  plan; 
entirely  or  partially  deleted  from  acquisition; 
or  with  modibed  or  altered  plans  for  reuse. 
(HUD-ROI-EIS-79-01-F).  Comments  made 
by:  DOT,  EPA,  State  and  local  agencies, 
groups  and  individuals.  (EIS  Order  No. 

90584.) 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Contact:  Mr.  Carl  Bausch,  Chief,  Section  of 
Energy  and  Environment,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Room  3371, 12th  and 
Constitution  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423.  (202)  275-7692. 


Draft 

Discontinuance  of  ConRail  Operation. 
Indiana,  Illinois,  June  15:  Proposed  is  the 
discontinuance  of  the  operation  of 
consolidated  rail  corporation  (ConRail) 
passenger  trains.  Nos.  453  through  456, 
between  Valparaiso,  Indiana  and  Chicago. 
Illinois.  The  total  distance  is  44  miles.  If 
discontinuance  is  authorized,  a  mass 
transportation  system  in  nortiiwest  Indiana 
will  be  eliminated.  The  applicant  is 
contemplating  the  elimination  of  freight 
service  also.  The  alternatives  include:  (1) 
Denial.  (2)  partial  discontinuance,  (3)  bmding 
or  continued  operation  by  others,  (4)  fare 
increase,  (5)  streamline  operations,  and  (6) 
improved  service.  (Docket  No.  29021F.)  (EIS 
Order  No.  90597.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation,  400  7th  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  (202)  426-^357. 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Draft 

Lambert-St.  Louis  International  Airport,  St. 
Louis,  St.  Louis  County,  Mo.,  Jime  15; 

Proposed  are  improvements  to  the  Lambert- 
St.  Louis  International  Airport  in  the  city  and 
county  of  St.  Louis,  Missouri.  The 
improvements  include  the  extension  of 
nmway  12L-30R  for  2,500  feet  to  the  east, 
extension  of  runway  12R-30L  for  1,000  feet  to 
the  east,  construction  of  associated  taxiways 
and  landing  aids,  realignment  of  Lindbergh 
Boulevard,  and  relocation  of  Brown  Road, 
future  terminal  and  air  cargo  facility 
development.  The  alternatives  considered 
include  runway  and  highway  alignments,  use 
of  other  modes  of  transportation,  operational 
alternatives  and  the  do-nothing  alternative. 
(EIS  Order  No.  90598.) 

Federal  Highway  Administratioa 

Final 

US  73/75  Improvement,  Nebraska  City  to 
Omaha,  several  counties  in  Nebraska,  June 
11:  Proposed  is  the  improvement  of 
approximately  46  miles  of  US  73/75  in  the 
counties  of  Otoe,  Cass,  Sarpy,  and  Douglas, 
Nebraska.  The  project  begins  south  of 
Nebraska  City  and  proceeds  northerly, 
generally  paralleling  existing  US  73/75,  to  the 
vicinity  of  the  intersection  of  “W**  Street  and 
Railroad  Avenue,  Omaha.  The  Nebraska  City 
west  bypass  segment  of  US  73/75  will  be  on 
new  location  from  approximately  314  miles 
northwest  of  Nebraslm  Qty  to  south  of 
/Nebraska  City.  The  Nebraska  City  south 
bypass  (proposed  NB-2)  will  begin  at  an 
intersection  of  US  73/75  and  terminates  at  the 
Missouri  River  Bridge  at  Nebraska  City. 
(FHWA-NEB.-EIS  -73-11^.  Comments 
made  by:  COR  EPA.  USDA,  DOL  DOT.  State 
and  local  agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  90577.) 

Final 

I-95/MA-128  Interchange  and  MA-128 
improvements,  Essex  County,  Mass.,  June  14: 
Proposed  is  a  highway  project  in  the  City  of 
Peabody,  Essex  County,  Massachusetts.  The 
actions  under  consideration  in  this  project 
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are:  (1)  Completing  I-S5  from  Forest  Street  to 
Route  128;  (2)  relocating  and  improving  Route 
128  from  US  1  to  Route  114  (Andover  Street); 
and  (3)  an  interchange  between  the  new 
and  the  improved  128.  The  proposed  1-05 
from  the  Route  1  access  ramps  to  Route  128. 
about  a  half  mile  long,  will  be  a  multi-lane 
divided  facility.  The  proposed  Route  128 
improvement  will  be  eight  lanes  separated  by 
a  median  and  about  4.5  miles  in  length. 
(FHWA-MASS-EIS-74-04-F).  Comments 
made  by:  USDA.  DOT.  DOI,  EPA.  State  and 
local  agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  90587.) 

Final 

US  43,  Sunflower  to  Leroy,  Improvement, 
Washington  County.  Ala.,  )une  14:  The 
proposed  project  is  to  improve  the  existing 


two  lane  US  43  to  four  lanes  from  Sunflower 
north  to  Leroy,  Alabama  in  Washington 
County.  Basically,  the  proposal  is  to  utilize 
the  existing  road  bed  for  two  lanes  of  traffic 
and  construct  two  new  lanes  generally 
parallel  to  complete  the  four  lane  facility. 
Additional  right-of-way  required  will  vary. 
However,  basically  it  will  be  32  feet 
additional  on  the  west  side  and  118  feet 
additional  on  the  east  side  for  a  total  of  150 
feet.  The  existing  right-of-way  will  be 
increased  to  a  total  of  250  feet  minimum.  The 
total  length  of  the  project  is  11  miles. 
(FHWA-ALA-EIS-71-60-(FS)).  Comments 
made  by:  COE,  DOI.  HEW.  HUD.  DOT. 
USDA,  EPA,  State  and  local  agencies.  (EIS 
Order  No.  90593.) 


U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Draft 

Tank  Barges  Design  Standards/Pollution 
Prevention,  Regulatory,  )une  15:  ^posed  are 
regulations  concerning  design  standards  for 
all  new  tank  barges  and  re^atory  action  for 
existing  tank  barges  to  reduce  oil  pollution 
due  to  accidental  hull  damage.  The 
regulations  would  require  that  all  new  tank 
barges  constructed  or  converted  to  carry  oil 
under  a  contract  awarded  after  Deceml^r  31. 
1979,  be  double  hulled  with  the  separation 
between  inner  and  outer  hulls  a  minimum  of 
24  inches.  Existing  tank  barges  with  single 
hulls,  more  than  20  years  old,  will  not  be 
certihed  for  oil  service  after  December  31, 
1985.  Exemptions  will  be  granted  in  some 
cases.  (EIS  Order  No.  90596.) 


BIS'S  Filed  During  the  Week  of  June  11  to  IS,  1979 

(Statement  Title  Index— By  State  and  County] 


'  State 

County 

Status 

statement  tide 

- 

Draft.. 

Hawaii  Army  Installations,  Routine  Operations.. 

...  Draft... 

_ Draft _ 

Waller  F.  (jeorge  Lake.  Lock  and  Dm,  0/M.  . 

FifMl . 

Walter  F.  (aeorge  Lake,  Lock  and  Dam,  0/M . . 

...  Draft 

_ Draft 

8ufMk_ 

...  Final 

_ Final 

I-95/MA-128  Interchange  and  MA-128  Improve- 
ments. 

_  Draft 

SIMim.1,. 

.  _ Final.  — 

US-73/75  Improvement,  Nebraska  City  to  Omaha... 
Cazetxivia  Creek  Watershed,  Flood  Management 
(2). 

.  Erie  _ _ _ 

rtUn 

_  _  Final  ._. 

_  Draft-  _ 

West  Harbor  Recreational  Navigation  Improvement. 
NewMds  New  Community,  Termination,  Dayton  FS 

Caribbean  Area  Service  Investigation,  Grant _ 

Tank  Barges  Design  Standards/PoHution  Prevert- 
tkHL 

Electric  Utility  Steam  Generating  Units,  Starxlards  -. 

Montgomery  _.  .. 

.  Simple _ ...... 

_ _  Fmal . . 

Fmal _ 

Utah . . . . 

Marshland  Watershed  Project  Srahomish  River _ 

Cairmbell . 

' 

Appendix  \\.— Extension/Waiver  of  Review  Periods  on  ElS’s  Filed  With  EPA 


Accession  No.  Date  filed 

Orig.  agency  No. 

90580  06-11-79 _ 

USA. 

90580  06-11-79 _ 

USA. 

90576  06-11-79 _ 

COE. 

'  90593  06-14-79 _ 

DOT. 

90576  06-11-79 _ 

COE. 

90591  06-14-79 _ 

USDA. 

90597  06-15-79 _ 

KX. 

90597  06-15-79 _ 

ICC. 

90584  06-13-79 _ 

HUD. 

90587  06-14-79 _ 

DOT. 

90598  06-15-79 _ 

DOT. 

90590  06-14-79 _ 

USDA. 

90592  06-14-79 _ 

USDA. 

90577  06-11-79.. _ 

DOT. 

90464  06-12-79 _ 

COE. 

90583  06-13-79 _ 

HUD. 

90578  06-11-79 _ 

COE. 

90595  06-15-79 _ _ 

HUD. 

90588  06-14-79 _ _ 

CAB. 

90596  06-15-79 _ 

DOT.  - 

90594  06-15-79 _ 

EPA. 

90579  06-12-79 _ 

EPA. 

90589  06-14-79 _ 

USDA.  . 

90585  06-14-79 _ 

USDA. 

90586  06-14-79 _ 

HUD. 

Date  notice 
of  availability 

Federal  agency  contact  Title  of  EIS  Filing  status/accession  No.  pubHahed  in,  Yiaiveri  Date  review 

“Federal  extension  terminates 
Register 

ENvmoNMeNTAt.  Protectkm  Agency 

Libraiy  Services  Office  (MO-35),  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Electric  Utility  Steam  Generating  Final  90594  _  06/22/79 _ Waiver _  N/A  (see 

Agency,  Researcb  Triangle  Park,  N.C.  27711  (919)  541-2777.  Units,  Pronxilgated  Emission  appendix  I) 

Standards. 

Department  of  Housinq  and  Urban  Development 


Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  Newlields  New  Community,  Fmal  Supplement  90595 _ _  06/22/79  (see  Waiver _  06/26/79 

7274,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development,  451  7th  Termination,  Dayton,  Ohio.  appendix  I). 

Street  SW.,  Wasixngton,  D.C.  20410  (202)  755-6306. 


Appendix  III. — EIS's  FSed  With  EPA  Which  Have  Been  Offidally  Withdrawn  by  die  Originating  Agency 


Federal  agency  contact  Tide  of  EIS  Filing  status/accession  No 


Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 

Mr.  Rkihard  K  Broun,  Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  Keegans  Wood  Subdivision. 

Draft  90086 . 

-  02/05/79  . 

05/17/79 

7274,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  DevelopmenL  451  7th  Harris  County,  Tex. 

Street  SW.,  Washk^iton,  D.C.  20410  (202)  755-6306. 

Date  ntxioe 
of  avatabSity 

pubSshedm,  Dateof 
“Federal  withdrawal 

Register 


>/*  ‘ 
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commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  speciHc  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  shoidd  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than  July 
16. 1979. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Richmond,  701  East  Byrd  Street, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23261: 

Maryland  National  Corporation, 
Baltimore,  Maryland  (mortgage  banking 
and  insurance  activities;  Maryland, 
Virginia,  District  of  Columbia):,  through  a 
subsidiary,  Marylnd  National  Mortgage 
Corporation,  to  engage  generally  in  the 
business  of  a  mortgage  banker,  mortgage 
broker,  and  mortgage  servicing  Brm; 
originating,  buying,  selling,  and 
otherwise  dealing  in  mortgage  loans  as 
principal  or  agent;  servicing  mortgage 
loans  for  affiliated  and  nonafhliated 
entities;  acting  as  adviser  in  mortgage 
loan  transactions;  and  engaging  in  the 
sale  as  agent  of  life,  disability,  and 
accident  and  health  insurance  directly 
related  to  extensions  of  credit  by  bank 
and  nonbank  subsidiaries  of  the  holding 
company.  Hiese  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  offices  in  Baltimore  and 
Silver  Spring,  Maryland,  serving  the 
Baltimore  and  the  Washington,  D.C. 
SMSA’s. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco,  400  Sansome  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94120: 

Security  Pacific  Corporation,  Los 
Angeles,  California  (mortgage  banking 
ativities;  Utah):  to  engage,  through  a 
subsidiary.  Security  Pacific  Mortgage 
Corporation,  in  the  origination  and 
acquisition  of  mortgage  loans,  including 
development  and  construction  loans  on 
multi-family  and  commercial  properties; 
and  the  servicing  of  such  loans.  These 
activities  would  be  conducted  from  an 
office  in  Murray,  Utah,  serving  Utah. 

C.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 
None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  15, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  70-19656  Filed  6-21-79;  6-45  am] 

WLLINQ  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  City  Bancorporation  of  Texas, 
Inc4  Acquisition  of  Banks  and 
Nonbanking  Companies 

First  City  Bancorporation  of  Texas, 
Inc.,  Houston,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 


Board's  approval  under  section  3(a)(5)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(5))  to  merge  with  die 
successor  in  interest  to  First  Security 
National  Corporation,  Beaumont,  Texas, 
New  First  Security  National 
Corporation,  Houston,  Texas,  New  First 
Security  National  Corporation  has 
applied  for  the  Board's  approval  under 
section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  by 
acquiring  the  assets  of  and  assuming  the 
liabilities  of  First  Security  National 
Corporation. 

First  City  Bancorporation  of  Texas, 
has  also  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  62.5  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Gateway  National 
Bank,  Beaumont,  Texas.  First  Security 
National  Corporation  currently  controls 
37.5  per  cent  of  Gateway  National 
Bank's  outstanding  shares. 

The  factors  that  are  considered  in 
acting  on  these,  applications  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

First  City  Bancorporation  has  also 
applied,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  C^ 
225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to  acquire  all 
of  the  assets  of  First  Security  National 
Corporation  that  provide  bookkeeping 
and  data  processing  services  necessary 
for  its  internal  operation  and  the 
operations  of  its  subsidiaries  and  other 
functions  permissible  under  section 
225.4(a)(8)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y; 
and  to  acquire  FSN  Life  Insurance 
Company,  Beaumont,' Texas,  a 
subsidiary  of  First  Security  National 
Corporation  and  thereby  engage  in  the 
writing  of  credit  accident,  health,  and 
life  insurance  directly  related  to 
extensions  of  credit  that  are  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies.  Such 
activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  these  two  proposals 
under  section  4(c)(8)  can  “reasonably  be 
expected  to  produce  benehts  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience, 
increased  competition,  or  gains  in 
efficiency,  that  outweigh  possible 
adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.” 


The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  any 
of  the  applications  should  submit  view 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  13, 1979.  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  any  of  these 
proposals  must  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute, 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a,  hearing,  and  indicating 
how  the  party  commenting  would  be 
aggrieved  by  approval  of  the  particular 
proposal. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  13, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc  79-19562  Filed  6-21-79;  ft45  an] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 

First  International  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  International  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Dallas,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3]  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per  cent 
of  the  voting  shares  (less  directors' 
qualifying  shares)  of  San  Jacinto  State 
Bank  of  Pasadena,  Pasadena^  Texas. 

The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  16, 1979.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  15, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc  79-19S58  FUed  6^21-79;  8>t6  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 
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Goldthwaite  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Goldthwaite  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Goldthwaite,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Mills  County  State  Bank,  Goldthwaite, 
Texas.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  11, 1979.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  (une  15, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFH  Doc.  79-19559  Filed  6-21-79;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


LSR  Services,  Inc.;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

LSR  Services,  Inc.,  New  Prague, 
Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  63  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  State  Bank 
of  New  Prague,  New  Prague,  Minnesota. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  July 
10, 1979.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  15, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

pH  Doc.  79-19560  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  S210-01-M 


W.B.P.,  Inc.;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

W.P.B.,  Inc.,  Guymon,  Oklahoma,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  by 
acquiring  80  per  cent  or  more  of  the 
Voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  Bank  of  the  Panhandle, 
Guymon,  Oklahoma.  'The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors'  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  July  13, 1979.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
speciHcally  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 


evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a  { 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  14, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19561  Filed  6-21-79: 8:45  am]  ‘ 

BILLING  CODE  S21(H)1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

Advisory  Committees;  Meetings 
agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  notice  announces 
forthcoming  meetings  of  public  advisory 
committees  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA).  'This  notice  also 
sets  forth  a  summary  of  the  procedures  - 
governing  conunittee  meetings  and 
methods  by  which  interested  persons 
may  participate  in  open  public  hearings 
conducted  by  the  committees  and  is 
issued  under  section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L  92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C. 
App.  I)),  and  FDA  regulations  (21  CFR 
Part  14]  relating  to  advisory  committees. 
The  following  advisory  committee 
meetings  are  annoimced: 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  and  place 


Type  oi  meeting  and  contact  person 


1.  Toxicology  Guidelines  Subcom-  July  9, 9  a.m.;  Conference  Open  public  hearing  9  a.m.  to  10  a.m.;  open  committee  dis- 
mittee  of  the  Oncologic  Drugs  Rm.  A,  Partdawn  Bldg.,  cussion  10  am.  to  5  p.m.;  Joyce  L  Creamer  (HFO-150), 

Advisory  Committee.  5600  Fishers  Lane,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20657,  301-443-4260. 

Rockville,  MO. 


.  General  function  of  the  Committee. 
The  Committee  reviews  and  evaluates 
available  data  on  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  of  marketed  and 
investigational  prescription  drugs  for 
use  in  the  treatment  of  cancer. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  Any 
interested  persons  may  present  data. 


information,  or  views,  orally  or  in 
writing,  on  issues  pending  before  the 
Committee. 

Open  committee  discussion.  The 
Committee  will  discuss  preclinical 
toxicology  guidelines  for  antineoplastic 
drugs. 


Commitlea  name 

Date,  time,  and  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

2.  Cancer  Guidelines  Subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Oncologic  Drugs 
Advisory  Committee. 

July  27. 9  am..  Conference 
Rm.  B,  Parklawn  Bldg., 
5600  Fishers  Lana 
Rockville,  MO. 

Open  public  hearing  9  am.  to  10  am.;  open  committee  die- 
cussion  10  am.  to  5  p.m.;  Joyce  L  Creamer  (HFD-150), 
5600  Fishers  Lane.  Rockville.  MD  20657,  301-443-4260. 
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General  function  of  the  Committee. 

The  Committee  reviews  and  evaluates 
available  data  on  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  of  marketed  and 
investigational  prescription  drugs  for 
use  in  the  treatment  of  cancer. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  Any 
interested  persons  may  present  data, 
information,  or  views,  orally  or  in 
writing,  on  issues  pending  before  the 
Committee. 

Open  committee  discussion.  The 
Committee  will  discuss  the  revision  of 
draft  guidelines  for  cancer  drugs  for 
investigation  and  development. 

FDA  public  advisory  committee 
meetings  may  have  as  many  as  four 
separable  portions:  (1)  An  open  public 
hearing,  (2)  an  open  committee 
discussion,  (3)  a  closed  presentation  of 
data,  and  (4)  a  closed  committee 
deliberation.  Every  advisory  committee 
meeting  shall  have  an  open  public 
hearing  portion.  Whether  or  not  it  also 
includes  any  of  the  other  three  portions 
will  depend  upon  the  specific  meeting 
involved.  There  are  no  closed  portions 
for  the  meetings  announced  in  this 
notice.  The  dates  and  times  reserved  for 
the  open  portions  of  each  committee 
meeting  are  Hsted  above. 

The  open  public  hearing  portion  of 
each  meeting  shall  be  at  least  1  hour 
long  unless  public  participation  does  not 
last  that  long.  It  is  emphasized,  however, 
that  the  1  hour  time  limit  for  an  open 
public  hearing  represents  a  minimum 
rather  than  a  maximum  time  for  public 
participation,  and  an  open  public 
hearing  may  last  for  whatever  longer 
period  the  committee  chairman 
determines  will  facilitate  the 
committee’s  work. 

Meetings  of  advisory  committees  shall 
be  conducted,  insofar  as  is  practical,  in 
accordance  with  the  agenda  published 
in  this  Federal  Register  notice.  Changes 
in  the  agenda  will  be  announced  at  the 
beginning  of  the  open  portion  of  a 
meeting. 

Any  interested  person  who  wishes  to 
be  assured  of  the  right  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  open  public  hearing 
portion  of  a  meeting  shall  inform  the 
contact  person  listed  above,  either 
orally  or  in  writing,  prior  to  the  meeting. 
Any  person  attending  the  hearing  who 
does  not  in  advance  of  the  meeting 
request  an  opportunity  to  speak  will  be 
allowed  to  make  an  oral  presentation  at 
the  hearing's  conclusion,  if  time  permits, 
at  the  chairman’s  discretion. 

Persons  interested  in  specific  agenda 
items  to  be  discussed  in  open  session 
may  ascertain  from  the  contact  person 


the  approximate  time  of  discussion. 

A  list  of  committee  members  and 
summary  minutes  of  meetings  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Public  Records  and 
Documents  Center  (HFC-18),  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 
between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday.  The  FDA 
regulations  relating  to  public  advisory 
committees  may  be  found  in  21  CFR  Part 
14. 

Dated:  June  14, 1979. 

William  F.  KandoIiA, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-1B0S8  FOed  •-21-7ft  8:45  ain| 
mXINQ  CODE  4110-08-41 


[Docket  No.  78N-0229;  DES1 10971 ) 

Conjugated  Estrogens  With 
Meprobamate  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Implementation;  Reevakiation 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  (1)  reclassifies 
conjugated  estrogens  in  combination 
with  meprobassate  to  be  elective  for 
treatment  of  symptoms  of  menopause  as 
stated  below,  and  (2)  announces  the 
marketing  and  labeling  conditions  for 
these  products,  including  a  requirement 
for  an  additional  Boxed  Warning 
statement. 

DATES:  Bioavailability  supplements  to 
approved  new  drug  applications  due  on 
or  before  December  19, 1979.  Other 
supplements  due  on  or  before  August  21. 
1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Communications  forwarded 
in  response  to  this  notice  should  be 
identified  with  the  reference  number 
DESI 10971,  directed  to  the  attention  of 
the  appropriate  office  named  below,  and 
addressed  to  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane. 
Rockville,  MD  20857. 

Supplements  to  full  new  drug 
applications  (identify  with  NDA 
number):  Division  of  Metabolism  and 
Endocrine  Drug  Products  (HFD-130). 

Rm.  14B-04,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Original  abbreviated  new  drug 
applications  and  supplements  thereto 
(identify  as  such):  Division  of  Generic 
Drug  Monographs  (HFD-530),  Bureau  of 
Drugs. 

Requests  for  guidelines  on  conducting 
dissolution  tests:  Division  of 
Biopharmaceutics  (HFD-520).  Bureau  of 
Drugs. 

Request  for  the  report  of  the  National 


Academy  of  Sciences-National  Research 
Council:  Public  Records  and  Document 
Center  (HFI-35),  Rm.  4-62. 

Requests  for  opinion  of  the 
applicability  of  this  notice  to  a  specific 
pr^uct:  Division  of  Drug  Labeling 
Compliance  (HFD-310),  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Other  commimications  regarding  this 
notice:  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Implementatioh  Project  Manager  (HFD- 
501),  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Herbert  Gerstenzang,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-32),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Une.  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
3650. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 

notice  (DESI  10971)  published  in  the 
Federal  RegistM  of  August  26, 1970  (35 
FR  13607],  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  announced  its 
conclusion  that  the  following  drug 
products  lack  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness,  as  a  fixed  combination, 
for  their  labeled  indications. 

1.  NDA  10-071;  PMB-200  Tablets 
eontaining  0.45  milligrams  conjugated 
estrogens  and  200  mfiligrams 
nepi^amate  and  PMB-400  Tablets 
containing  0.45  milligrams  conjugated 
estrogens  and  400  milligrams 
meprobamate;  Ayerst  Laboratories. 
Division  of  American  Home  Products 
Corp.,  685  Third  Ave.,  New  York,  NY 
10017. 

2.  NDA  11-045;  Miiprem-200  Tablets 
containing  0.45  milligrams  conjugated 
estrogens  and  200  milligrams 
meprobamate  and  Milprem-400  Tablets 
containing  0.45  milligrams  conjugated 
estrogens  and  400  mdligrams 
meprobamate;  Wallace  Laboratories, 
Division  of  Carter-Wallace  Inc.,  Half 
Acre  Rd.,  Cranbury,  NJ  08512. 

No  data  providing  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness  were 
submitted,  and  a  followup  notice 
(Docket  No.  FDC-D-^1,  now  Docket 
No.  78N-0229]  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  28, 1972 
(37  FR  25183).  The  notice  offered  an 
opportunity  for  a  hearing  on  the 
proposal  to  withdraw  approval  of  the 
new  drug  application.  Both  Ayerst 
Laboratories  and  Wallace  Laboratories 
requested  a  hearing.  Additional  data 
were  submitted  and  determined  to 
provide  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness  for  the  following  revised 
indication:  “For  the  treatment  of 
moderate  to  severe  vasomotor 
symptoms  of  the  menopause  when 
anxiety  and  tension  are  part  of  the 
symptom  complex  and  only  in  those 
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cases  in  which  the  use  of  estrogens' 
alone  has  not  resulted  in  alleviation  of 
such  symptoms." 

Accordingly,  the  November  28, 1972 
notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing  is 
rescinded  and  the  August  26, 1970  notice 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Such  drugs  are  regarded  as  new  drugs 
(21  U.S.C.  321(p)].  Supplemental  neW 
drug  applications  are  required  to  revise 
the  labeling  in  and  to  update  previously 
approved  applications  providing  for 
such  drugs.  An  approved  new  drug 
application  is  a  requirement  for 
marketing  such  drug  products. 

In  addition  to  the  products  specifically 
named  above,  this  notice  applies  to  any 
drug  product  that  is  not  the  subject  of  an 
approved  new  drug  application  and  is 
identical  to  a  product  named  above.  It 
may  also  be  applicable,  under  21 CFR 
310.6,  to  a  similar  or  related  drug 
product  that  is  not  the  subject  of  an 
approved  new  drug  application.  It  is  the 
responsibility  of  every  drug 
maniifacturer  or  distributor  to  review 
this  notice  to  determine  whether  it 
covers  any  drug  product  that  the  person 
manufactures  or  distributes.  Such 
person  may  request  an  opinion  of  the 
applicability  of  this  notice  to  a  specific 
drug  product  by  writing  to  the  Division 
of  Drug  Labeling  Compliance  (address 
given  above). 

A.  Effectiveness  classification.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  has 
review  all  available  evidence  and 
concludes  that  the  drug  is  effective  for 
the  indication  listed  in  the  labeling 
conditions  below. 

B.  Conditions  for  approval  and 
marketing.  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  is  prepared  to  approve 
abbreviated  new  drug  applications  and 
abbreviated  supplements  to  previously 
approved  new  drug  applications  under 
conditions  described  hereiiL 

1.  Form  of  drug.  The  preparation  is  in 
tablet  form  suitable  for  oral 
administration. 

2.  Labeling  conditions,  a.  The  label 
bears  the  statement,  "Caution:  Federal 
law  prohibits  dispensing  without 
prescription." 

b.  The  drug  is  labeled  to  comply  with 
all  requirements  of  the  act  and 
regulations,  and  the  labeling  bears 
adequate  information  for  safe  and 
effective  use  of  the  drug.  The  indications 
are  as  follows: 

For  the  treatment  of  moderate  to 
severe  vasomotor  symptoms  of  the 
menopause  when  anxiety  and  tension 
are  part  of  the  symptom  complex  and 
only  in  those  cases  in  which  the  use  of 
estrogens  alone  has  not  resulted  in 
alleviation  of  such  symptoms. 


c.  The  following  statement  is  added  to 
the  Boxed  Warning  as  warning  number 
3: 

3.  THIS  FIXED  COMBINATION 
DRUG  IS  NOT  INDICATED  FOR 
INITIAL  THERAPY.  In  cases  where 
estrogen  given  alone  has  not  alleviated 
anxiety  and  tension  existing  as  part  of 
the  menopausal  symptom  complex, 
therapy  may  then  c6nsist  of  separate 
administration  of  estrogen  and 
meprobamate  in  order  to  determine  the 
appropriate  dosage  of  each  drug  for  the 
patient.  If  this  fixed  combination 
represents  the  dosage  so  determined,  its 
use  may  be  more  convenient  in  pafient 
management  The  treatment  of  such 
patients  is  not  static,  but  must  be 
reevaluated  as  conditions  in  each 
patient  warrant 

d.  The  following  statement  is  added  to 
the  Dosage  and  Administration  section: 

The  usual  dosage  of  conjugated 
estrogen  is  1.25  ndlligrams  daily.  The  • 
usual  dosage  of  meprobamate  is  1,200  to 
1,600  milligrams  daily. 

3.  Marketing  status,  a.  Marketing  of 
such  drug  products  that  are  now  the 
subject  of  an  approved  or  effective  new 
drug  application  may  be  continued 
provided  that  on  or  before  August  21, 
1979.  the  holder  of  the  application  has 
submitted  (i)  a  supplement  for  revised 
labeling  as  needed  to  be  in  accoi^with 
the  labeling  conditions  described  in  this 
notice,  and  complete  container  labeling 
if  current  container  labeling  has  not 
been  submitted,  and  (ii)  a  supplement  to 
provide  updating  information  with 
respect  to  items  6  (components],  7 
(composition),  and  8  (methods,  facilities, 
and  controls)  of  new  drug  application 
form  FD-356H  (21  CFR  314.1(c)]  to  the 
extent  required  in  abbreviated 
applications  (21  CFR  314.1(f)). 

b.  Approval  of  an  abbreviated  new 
drug  application  (21  CFR  314.1(f))  must 
be  obtained  prior  to  marketing  such 
products.  The  bioavailability  regulations 
(21  CFR  320.21)  published  in  the  Federal 
Re^ster  of  January  7, 1977,  require  any 
person  sub^tting  an  abbreviated  new 
drug  application  after  July  7, 1977,  to 
include  either  evidence  demonstrating 
the  in  vivo  bioavailability  of  the  drug  or 
information  to  permit  wdver  of  the 
requirement  For  conjugated  estrogens 
with  meprobamate  tablets,  this 
requirement  will  be  regarded  as 
satisfied  by  adequate  dissolution  rate 
data  comparing  die  test  drug  with  the 
reference  drug.  Guidelines  for 
conducting  the  dissolution  test  are 
aveiilable  from  the  Division  of 
Biopharmaceutics.  If  any  dosage  form  of 
the  drug  fails  to  achieve  adequate 
dissolution,  its  in  vivo  bioavailability 
must  be  demonstrated.  Marketing  prior 


to  approval  of  a  new  drug  application 
will  subject  such  products,  and  those 
persons  who  caused  the  products  to  be 
marketed,  to  regulatory  action. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502, 
505,  52  StaL  1050-1053,  as  amended  (21 
U.S.C  352, 355))  and  under  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  District  of  the  Bureau  of 
Drugs  (21  CFR  5.70). 

Dated'  June  8, 1979. 

J.  Richard  Grout, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.  79-lSOOO  Fded  8:45  ami 

SttUNQ  CODE  4110-e»-M 


[Docket  Na78N-0427] 

GRAS  Safety  Review  of  Ascorbates; 
Public  Hearing 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  is  annoimcing  that  a 
public  hearing  will  be  held  for  ascorbic 
acid,  sodium  ascorbate,  calcium 
ascorbate,  erythrobic  acid,  sodium 
erythorbate,  and  ascorbyl  palmitate  so 
that  data,  information,  and  views  can  be 
presented  orally  to  determine  if  they  are 
generally  recognized  as  safe  (GRAS)  or 
subject  to  prior  sanction. 
date:  The  hearing  will  be  held  July  16. 
1979. 

address:  The  hearing  will  be  held  in  the 
Conference  Room,  Lee  Building, 
Federation  of  American  Societies  for 
Experimeqtal  Biology,  9650  Rockville 
Pike,  Bethesda,  MD  20014. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Corbin  L  Miles.  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF-335). 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  200  C 
St  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20204, 202-472- 
4750;  or 

George  W.  Irving,  Jr.,  Life  Sciences  Research 
Office,  Federation  of  American  Societies 
for  Experimental  Biology.  9650  Rockville 
Pike,  Bethesda,  MD  20014, 301-530-7033. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  9, 1979  (44  FR 
13080),  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  issued  a  notice  advising 
the  public  that  an  opportunity  would  be 
provided  for  oral  presentation  of  data, 
information,  and  idews  at  public 
hearings  to  be  conducted  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  GRAS  Substances  of  the 
Life  Sciences  Research  Office. 
Federation  of  American  Societies  for 
Experimental  Biology  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  Select  Conunittee) 
concerning  the  safety  of  the  rollowing 
two  categories  of  fo^  ingredients  and 
the  Select  Committee’s  tentative 


I 
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determination  of  whether  or  not  they  are 
GRAS  or  subject  to  prior  sanction; 
ascorbates  a^  copper  salts. 

No  requests  were  received  for 
hearings  on  copper  salts.  Accordingly  no 
hearing  Mali  be  held  on  these  food 
ingredients. 

Hie  Select  Committee  received  a 
request  from  Bernard  S.  Gould.  I%.D., 
Professor  of  Biochemistry,  Emeritus, 
Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology, 

77  Massachusetts  Ave.,  Cambridge,  MA 
02139,  asking  for  an  opportunity  to 
appear  at  a  public  hearing  on  ascorbates 
to  make  an  oral  presentation: 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  the  March  9, 1979  notice,  the 
agency  announces  that  a  hearing  on 
ascorbates  will  be  held  at  9  a.m.  on  July 
16, 1979  in  the  Conference  Room,  Lee 
Building,  Federation  of  American 
Societies  for  Experimental  Biology,  9650 
Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda,  MD  20014. 
Those  piersons  who  have  requested 
opportunity  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  will  be  expected  to 
complete  dieir  presentation  within  the 
period  indicated  and  in  accordance  with 
the  following  schedule:  July  16, 1979, 9 
a.m.  to  10  a.m.,  Bernard  S.  Gould,  Ph.D., 
Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology — 
60  minutes. 

Dated:  June  13, 1979. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  A  ffairs. 

(rit  Doc.  79-19089  Ffled  0-21-79;  8:4S  araj 
wumo  CODE  4110-03-M 


MIT  NRrito  Chronic  Toxicity  Studies; 
Public  Meeting 

/ 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  7&-10258  appearing  at  page 
19538  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  April  3, 
1979,  make  the  following  correction:  On 
jlage  19539,  in  the  first  column,  in  the 
first  full  paragraph,  in  the  9th  line,  insert 
the  word  “review”  between  the  words, 
“that”  and  “suggest". 

SnilNQ  CODE  tS09-«1-« 


Sheiifish;  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  With  Iceland 

Correction 

In  FR  D6c.  79-10067  appearing  at  page 
19537  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  April  3, 
1979,  make  the  following  corrections: 

(1)  On  page  19537,  in  the  middle 
column,  under  the  heading,  *7.  Terms”, 
the  first  line  of  the  definition  for  the 
word  “lot”  should  read,  “Lot — A 
collection  of  primary  containers  or”. 

(2]  On  page  19537,  in  the  middle 
column,  under  the  heading,  Terms”, 


in  the  paragraph  defining  the  word 
“shellfish”,  in  the  5th  line,  insert  the 
word  “fresh”  between  the  words  “or" 
and  “froren”. 

BILUNO  CODE  1505-01-M 


[Docket  No.  7SP-0011] 

Siemens  Corp,;  Extension  of  Variance 
for  Diagnostic  X-Ray  Systems  and 
their  Major  Components 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 


summary:  The  agency  announces  the 
extension  of  Variance  No.  78002  from 
July  6, 1979  to  July  6, 1981.  Siemens 
Corp.  applied  frir  the  extension  of 
Variance  No.  78002  using  as  a  basis 
documentation  which  is  the  same  as 
that  accompanying  the  original  variance 
petition.  The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Radiological  Health  has  determined  that 
the  arguments  and  data  submitted  are 
still  vdid  and,  therefore,  grants  the 
extension  of  variance  for  2  years. 

dates:  Variance  No.  78002  expires  July 
6, 1981  unless  written  objections  and 
supporting  information  are  filed  on  or 
before  July  23, 1979,  requesting  that  the 
extension  not  be  granted. 

ADPAess:  Objections  to  this  action 
should  be  sent  to  the  Hearing  Clerk 
(HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville.  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joseph  Wang,  Bureau  of  Radiological 
Health  (HFX-460).  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  I^partment  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Roclndlle,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
3426. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Regntar  of  June  6, 1978  (43  FR 
24604),  notioe  was  given  that  a  variance 
fit>m  the  field  limitation  and  alignment 
requirement  of  ( 1020.31(0(4)  (21 CFR 
1020.31(0(4))  of  the  performance 
standa^  for  diagnostic  x-ray  systems 
and  their  majcR  components  was 
granted  to  Siemens  Corp.,  186  Wood 
Ave..  South,  Iselin.  NJ  08830,  for  Status 
X  intraoral  source  dental  x-ray  systems. 
The  variance  was  granted  under 
S  1010.4  (21  CFR  1010.4}  which  concerns 
the  granting  of  variances  for  electronic 
products  for  which  there  are 
performance  standards  promulgated 
under  section  358  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  amended  by  the 
Radiation  Control  for  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1968  (42  U.S.C  2e»f).  This 
variance  applies  to  the  Status  X 
intraoral  source  dental  x-ray  system. 


The  Status  X  intraoral  source  dental 
x-ray  system  is  a  dedicated  system 
designed  for  panoramic  radiographs  of 
the  upper  and  lower  jaw  and  for  the 
right  of  left  maxillary  and  mandibular 
views.  The  system  uses  as  the  source  of 
x-rays  a  small  hollow  anode  x-ray  tube 
that  is  inserted  into  the  patient’s  mouth. 

A  beam-limiting  device  covering  the  x- 
ray  tube  is  indexed  for  rotational 
positioning  for  the  chosen  exposure.  The 
system  is  designed  to  be  used  with  film 
placed  in  flexible  cassettes  containing  x- 
ray  intensifying  screens. 

Siemens  Corp.  maintains  that  to 
provide  an  optimum  quality  radiograph, 
the  image  receptor  must  be  placed  in 
intimate  contact  with  the  facial  tissue  of 
the  patient  Hie  petitioner  further 
maintains  that  this  need  in  combination 
with  the  necessary  x-ray  tube  design 
has  thus  far  precluded  &e  development 
of  a  film  holder  that  would  satisy  the 
requirement  of  §  1020.31(f)(4). 

Section  1020.31(f)(4)  of  the 
performance  standard  for  diagnostic  x- 
ray  systems  and  their  major  components 
contains  field  limitation  and  alignment 
requirements  for  special  purpose 
diagnostic  x-ray  systems  not  specifically 
covered  by  other  portions  of  the 
standard.  Such  x-ray  systems  are 
required  to  provide  means  to  limit  the  x- 
ray  field  in  the  plane  of  the  image 
receptor  so  that  the  field  does  not 
exceed  each  dimension  of  the  image 
receptor  by  more  than  2  percent  of  the 
source-to-image  receptor  distance  (SID) 
when  the  x-ray  beam  axis  is 
perpendicular  to  the  image  receptor 
plane.  In  addition,  means  are  required  to 
be  provided  to  align  the  center  of  the  x- 
ray  field  with  the  center  of  the  image 
receptor  to  within  2  percent  of  the  SID. 

Siemens  Corp.  has  petitioned  the  Food 
and  Drug  Adm^stration  for  an 
extension  of  Variance  No.  78002  from 
the  expiration  date  of  July  6, 1978,  to  July 
6. 1981.  'Hte  request  and  supplementary 
information  submitted  in  support  of  this 
extension  request  are  the  same  as  the 
data  and  information  used  In  support  of 
the  original  variance  request.  The 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Radiological 
Health  has  determined  that  the 
arguments  which  led  to  the  original 
granting  of  Variance  78002  are  still 
.  valid.  Furthermore,  the  Director  has 
concluded  that  the  Status  X  intraoral 
dental  x-ray  systems  being  mariceted 
under  the  variance  provide  suitable 
radiaticm  protection  and  are  intended 
for  the  special  punxwe  of  intraoral 
source  dental  radiography,  which 
cannot  be  accomplish^  widi  equipment 
meeting  all  requirements  of  the 
standand.  Hie  Director,  tfierefore,  is 
granting  an  mctension  of  the  variance  for 
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2  years,  to  July  A,  1961  with  the  same 
conditions  as  spedfied  for  the  original 
variance  unless  written  objections  and 
supporting  information  are  filed  with  the 
Hearing  (^ric  (address  above)  on  or 
before  July  23. 1979,  requesting  that  the 
extension  be  modified  or  not  granted. 
Upon  receipt  of  such  objections  and 
supporting  documentation,  the  effective 
date  for  the  variance  will  be  stayed  until 
the  Director  roles  on  them.  Under 
provisions  of  $  1010.4(c)(3),  the 
applicant  will  be  notifi^  by  certified 
m^  and  a  notice  of  the  stay  will  be 
published  in  the  Fedoal  Re^er.  The 
ruling  on  the  objections  will  be  made 
within  eo  days,  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  and  constitute 
final  agency  action  subject  to  judicial 
review  under  section  3^d)  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act 

The  application  for  this  variance 
extension  and  all  related 
correspondence  including  the  data  and 
information  in  support  of  the  original 
request,  except  information  covered  by 
the  confidentiality  provisions  of  section 
360A(e)  of  the  act  (42  U.S.C  263i(e)), 
have  been  placed  on  public  display  in 
the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  (address 
above)  and  may  be  seen  between  9  a.m. 
and  4  p.nL,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  this  variance  may,  on  or 
before  July  23. 1979,  submit  written 
objections  and  supporting  information  to 
the  Hearing  Cleik  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20657.  Four 
copies  of  all  documents  must  be 
submitted,  identified  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk  Docket  number  found  in  brackets 
in  the  heading  of  this  document 
Received  objections  may  be  seen  in  the 
Hearing  Clef’s  office  during  the  hours 
noted  above. 

Dated:  June  14, 1979. 

WilHani  F.  Randtriph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  TS-iaSM  Filed  6-a-79;  8^  am| 

BIU.HIQ  CODE  4110-0S-«I 


Committee  to  Study  tho  Human  Heath 
Effects  of  Subtherapeutic  Anttt>iotic 
Use  in  Animal  Feeds;  Public  Meeting 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 


summary:  The  agency  is  announcing 
that  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences/ 
National  Research  Council  (NAS/NRC) 
Committee  to  Study  the  Human  Health 
Effects  of  Subtherapeutic  Antibiotic  Use 
in  Animal  Feeds  will  hold  a  public 
meeting  on  the  human  health  effects  of 


subtherapeutic  use  of  antibiotics  in 
animal  feeds  to  ctmsider  the  views  of  all 
interested  persons. 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  on 
August  23, 1979  fitm  9  aon.  to  5  p.m.; 
written  requests  to  make  oral 
presentations  at  the  meeting  must  be 
postmarked  before  August  13. 1979. 
ADDRESS:  llie  meeting  will  be  held  in 
the  Auditorium  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  Building,  2100 
Block  of  C  SL  NW.  (South  side), 
Washington,  DC  20418.  Two  copies  of 
the  written  requests  should  be  submitted 
to  the  contact  person  addressed  below. 
FOR  FURTHER  SIFORIMTION  CONTACT: 
Queta  C.  Bond,  Division  of  Medical 
Sciences,  Assembly  of  Life  Sciences, 
National  Academy  of  Sciences,  2101 
Constitution  Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20418, 202-389-6393  or  389-6324,  or  Roy 
Widdus  (same  address),  202-389-6651. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 
scientific  controversy  has  arisen  over 
the  public  health  significance  of  the  use 
of  subtherapeutic  levels  of  penicillin  and 
the  tetracyclines  (chlortetracycline  and 
oxytetracycline)  in  animal  feeds.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Adminstration  (FDA)  has 
attempted  to  restrict  their  use  because 
of  the  potential  for  human  health 
problems,  if  penicillin-  and  tetracycline- 
resistant  microorganisms  of  animal 
origin  are  transmitted  to  humans.  Parts 
of  the  regulated  industry,  as  well  as 
farmers  and  ranchers,  haive  contended 
that  in  30  years  of  use,  antibiotics  used 
at  subtherapeutic  levels  have  not 
compromised  human  disease  therapy. 

Because  of  the  controversy,  the  House 
Appropriatioru  Corrunittee  has 
mandated  that  FDA  withhold  any 
restriction  on  the  use  of  penicillin  and 
the  tetracyclines  (chlortetracycline  and 
oxytetracycline)  used  in  animal  feeds 
until  the  Natitmal  Academy  of  Sciences 
has  studied  the  matter. 

This  document  announces  that  the 
NAS/NRC  Corrunittee  to  Study  the 
Human  Health  Effects  of  Subtherapeutic 
Antibiotic  Use  in  Animal  Feeds  will 
conduct  a  public  meeting  on  the  hunian 
health  effects  of  subtherapeutic 
antibiotic  use  in  animal  feeds.  The 
meeting  will  take  place  on  August  23. 
1979, 9  aon.  to  5  pjn.,  in  the  Auditorium 
of  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences 
Building. 

To  schedule  the  public  meeting,  the 
Committee  must  be  informed  of  tiie 
number  of  persons  who  wish  to 
participate  and  the  amount  of  time 
requested  for  the  presentation  of  views. 
Accordingly,  any  interested  person  who 
wishes  to  appear  at  the  public  meeting 
to  make  an  oral  presentation  should 
send  two  copies  of  a  written  request  by 


August  13. 1979,  and  should  state  the 
subject  of  the  presentation  and  the 
len^  of  time  desired.  Two  copies  of  the 
presentation  should  also  be  submitted 
by  August  13, 1979  for  the  record. 

Depending  on  the  mimber  of  requests, 
the  Committee  may  impose  a  time  limit 
for  each  presenfation.  Individuals  and 
organizations  with  common  interests  are 
urged  to  consolidate  tiieir  presentations. 
The  Committee  is  especially  interested 
in  epidemiological  data  tiiat  are  not 
present  in  the  literature.  Committee 
mmnbers  and  Academy  staff  will  ask  or 
respond  to  questions  from  the  floor 
dui^  a  question  end  answer  period. 

All  submitted  material  vrill  ^ 
incorporated  in  the  record  of  Committee 
activities.  Any  interested  person  may,  in 
lUm  of  oral  presentations,  submit  written 
views,  whidi  will  become  part  of  the 
NAS/NRC  Committee  rec(^  Written 
views  should  be  addressed  to  Dr.  Queta 
Bond  at  tiie  address  noted  above  and 
must  be  postmarked  before  August  13, 
1979. 

Dated:  June  18, 1979. 
joseph  P.  Hile, 

Associate  Commissioner  for  Regulatory 
Affairs. 

UK  Doc.  7S-19431  Fikd  8-21-78;  *45  mb) 

SILUNa  CODE  4110-0S-N 


(Docket  Na76N-0064]  . 

Drug  Products  Containing  Papaverine 
or  Ediaverine  md  Similar  or  Reialed 
Drugs;  Extension  of  Time  for  B.F. 
Ascher  &Co. 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA). 

action:  Notice. 


summary:  This  is  an  evaluation  of  the 
data  submitted  by  B.  F.  Ascher  &  Co.  in 
response  to  FDA’s  request  for  data  on 
the  safety,  effectiveness,  and  legal 
status  of  drug  products  containing 
papaverine  or  ethaverine  and  sindlar  or 
related  drugs.  The  agency  is  also 
announcing  that  a  previously  published 
notice  of  hearing  applies  to  Ascher. 
DATE:  Written  notice  of  participation  by 
B.  F.  Ascher  &  Co.  due  by  August  21, 
1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Communications  in 
response  to  this  notice  should  be 
directed  to  the  attention  of  the 
appropriate  office  named  ^low: 

Writtmi  notice  of  participation 
(identify  with  Docket  No.  709-0064): 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-30S),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration.  Rm.  4-65, 5600 
Fisl^  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857.  (To 
facilitate  identification,  label  the 
envelope  “Papaverine  Hearing.’’). 
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Requests  for  opinion  of  the 
applicability  of  this  notice  to  a  specific 
product:  Division  of  Drug  Labeling 
Compliance  (HFD-310),  Bureau  of  Drugs, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  5600 
Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURfHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ronald  Kartzinel,  Bureau  of  D^s  (HFD-120), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Department 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 
301-443-4020 
or 

Tenny  Neprud,  Jr.,  Regulations  Policy  Staff 
(HFC-10),  Fo^  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  location,  and 
Welfare,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857,  301-443-3480. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 
notice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  April  5. 1976  (41 FR 14405),  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
requested  data  on  the  safety, 
effectiveness,  and  legal  status  of  drug 
products  containing  papaverine  or 
ethaverine,  and  similar  or  related  drugs. 
These  drug  products  have  been  used  for 
many  years  for  the  relief  of  spasm  in 
certain  blood  vessels  of  the  body  but 
have  never  been  evaluated  in 
accordance  with  the  new  drug 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  Whether  there  is 
adequate  support  for  the  claims  made 
for  these  products  is  questionable.  In 
order  to  determine  the  scientific  validity 
of  the  claims  being  made  for  these  drugs 
and  their  legal  status  (“new  drugs,”  or 
“not  new  drugs,"  or  “grandfathered 
drugs”),  the  agency  requested 
manufacturers  to  submit  evidence  in 
support  of  all  of  the  claims  as  well  as 
evidence  to  support  any  other 
contention. 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  April  13, 

1979  (44  FR  22180),  die  agency 
announced  its  conclusions  that  thq  data 
submitted  in  response  to  the  April  5, 

1976  notice  fail  to  show  any  of  the 
products  to  be  safe  and  effective  or 
exempt  from  the  new  drug  provisions  of 
the  act.  The  agency  further  concluded 
that  it  would  be  in  the  public  interest  to 
hold  a  hearing  before  an  advisory 
committee  under  the  provisions  of  21 
CFR  Part  14.  to  receive  oral  and  written 
information  and  views  from  interested 
persons  on  the  issue  of  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  of  the  drug  products. 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  May  15, 1979 
(44  FR  28422),  the  agency  announced 
that  the  public  hearing  scheduled  for 
May  23, 1979,  before  the  Peripheral  and 
CNS  Drugs  Advisory  Committee  was 
postponed. 

Included  in  the  April  13, 1979  notice  of 
hearing  was  a  list  of  manufacturers  who 
had  submitted  ii^ormation  in  response 


to  the  April  5. 1976  notice.  B.  F.  Ascher  & 
Co..  Inc.,  5200  East  59th  St..  Kansas  City, 
MO  64130,  was  included  in  that  list  as 
having  submitted  information  to  support 
its  marketed  product.  Ethaquin, 
containing  100  milligrams  ethaverine 
hydrochloride.  The  Ascher  submission 
was  inadvertently  omitted  from  the 
material  placed  on  file  with  the  FDA 
Hearing  Clerk  at  the  time  the  April  13. 
1979  notice  was  published. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
has  reviewed  the  Ascher  submission 
and  has  concluded  that  the  firm  is 
subject  to  the  April  13, 1979  notice.  This 
notice  is  being  issued  to  clarify  the 
record,  to  provide  Ascher  with  proper 
notice  of  the  deficiencies  in  its 
submission,  and  to  provide  it  with  a 
date  for  submission  of  new  data  and  for 
filing  a  notice  of  participation  in  the 
hearing. 

Ascher's  submission  consisted  of  28 
volumes,  26  containing  case  (patient) 
report  forms.  The  other  two  volumes 
contained  correspondence,  excerpts 
from  the  medical  literature,  labeling,  a 
summary  of  the  submission, 
manufacturing  specifications, 
bioavailability  data,  a  clinical  study, 
and  a  computer  analysis  of  the  patient 
data. 

Ethaquin  is  labeled  for  the  following 
indications:  In  peripheral  and  cerebral 
vascular  insufficiency  associated  with 
arterial  spasm;  also  useful  as  a  smooth 
muscle  spasmolytic  in  spastic  conditions 
of  the  gastrointestinal  and  genitourinary 
tracts. 

Ten  articles  from  the  medical 
literature,  all  over  40  years  old,  were 
submitted  as  historic^  background.  Six 
of  the  articles  were  foreign  reprints 
which  were  not  reviewed  by  the  agency 
because  they  were  not  accompanied  by 
the  required  English  translations.  21  CFR 
10.20(c)(2).  The  other  four  historical 
articles  cannot  be  considered  well- 
controlled  clinical  studies  under  the 
criteria  specified  in  21  CFR  314.111  and, 
for  that  reason,  they  are  not  reviewed 
below.  This  approach  is  consistent  with 
that  taken  by  the  agency  in  the  April  13, 
1979  Federal  Register  notice  in  which 
only  studies  that  contained  at  least 
some  of  the  elements  of  a  controlled 
trial  were  specifically  evaluated. 
Reviewed  in  some  detail  below  are  four 
studies  that  appear  to  be  those  upon 
which  Ascher  relies  to  provide  evidence 
of  effectiveness: 

1.  Ackerman  and  Kirsner  carried  out  a 
study  to  assess  the  effectiveness  of 
Ethaquin  in  reducing  the  signs  and 
symptoms  of  advanced  cerebral  and 
peripheral  vascular  insufficiency.  A 
total  of  30  patients  were  initially 
selected  but  only  20  completed  the  full 


study.  The  patients  are  described  as 
having  advanced  peripheral  and 
cerebral  vascular  disease  with  signs  of 
organic  brain  damage.  They  were 
between  67  and  81  years  of  age.  There  is 
no  clear  discussion  of  exactly  how 
patients  were  identified  as  suitable  for 
the  study,  but  before  entry  and  at 
inteivals  throughout  the  study  the 
following  measurements  were  taken: 
oscillometric  tracins,  ankle  pulses,  ankle 
skin  temperature,  blood  pressure,  body 
weight,  pulse  rate,  geriatric  rating  scale. 
There  is  no  indication  of  what  precise 
geriatric  rating  scale  was  used,  nor  is 
there  any  indication  that  the  patients 
had  to  have  a  particular  level  of 
performance  to  enter  the  study. 

Although  patients  were  subjected  to  a 
physical  examination  and  a  history  was 
taken,  there  were  apparently  no 
entrance  criteria  related  to  peripheral 
vascular  disease,  such  as  the  presence 
of  intermittent  claudication. 

The  study,  described  as  involving  a 
double-blind  crossover  design,  was 
conducted  over  an  8-month  period. 
Initially,  an  attempt  was  made  to 
balance  the  patient  groups  by  sending 
the  baseline  report  forms  to  the  sponsor 
for  assignment  into  two  treatment 
groups,  one  to  be  started  on  placebo  for 
a  2-month  period  and  the  other  to  be 
started  on  active  drug.  The 
“randomization  schedule”  (a  misnomer; 
it  was  really  an  assignment  schedule) 
was  apparently  designed  by  the  sponsor 
and  then  given  to  the  investigator  in 
sealed  envelopes  so  that  although  the 
sponsor  knew  who  was  assigned  to  each 
group,  the  investigator  did  not.  Although 
the  term  “randomization”  is  used,  this 
method  of  assignment  is  quite  clearly 
not  randomized.  Once  patients  were 
selected,  they  were  given  either  300 
milligrams  of  Ethaquin  per  day  or  a 
matching  placebo  for  a  period  of  2 
months.  At  2  months  the  medications 
were  switched  and  at  the  end  of  4 
months  and  6  months  were  switched 
again.  Whether  a  crossover  design  is 
appropriate  for  a  drug  of  this  type  is 
discussed  briefly  by  fte  investigator, 
who  suggested  that  substantial  carry 
over  effect  into  the  subsequent  period 
may  have  obscured  results.  It  is  not 
clear  whether  this  is  the  case,  however, 
as  it  is  not  at  all  clear  that  there  was 
any  drug  effect  to  carry  over.  In  any 
event,  the  investigator  suggests  a  more 
appropriate  design  would  have  been  a 
parallel  study. 

The  results  of  the  study  are  presented 
in  a  somewhat  confusing  manner, 
detailed  individual  results  of  such 
measurements  as  ankle  skin 
temperature  and  ankle  pulse  and  the 
geriatric  rating  scale  are  not  given.  The 
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sponsor  does  not  daim  that  these 
showed  any  significant  advantage  for 
the  drug.  The  sponsor  does  claim, 
however,  that  dscillometric  readings  did 
show  a  response  to  Ethaquin  that  was 
greater  than  the  response  to  placebo  and 
does  provide  a  brief  statistical  analysis 
to  support  this  view,  claiming  that  the 
maximum  oscillometric  deflection  was 
greater  during  the  treatment  periods 
them  during  placebo  periods  and  that 
this  difference  was  significant  at  the 
p<.05  level.  This  conclusion  does  not 
appear  to  be  supported  by  the  data. 
Although  the  table  of  mean  oscillometric 
maximum  deflections  shows  11 
completed  patients  in  the  group  that 
received  E^aquin  first,  the  statistical 
analysis  only  used  9  of  those  patients. 
The  2  patients  omitted,  patients  66  and 
74.  bodi  had  considerably  greater 
oscillometric  deflections  during  the 
placebo  period  (that  is,  during  bodi  of 
the  two  placebo  periods)  than  they  did 
during  Ethaquin  treatment,  and  it  is  the 
exclusion  of  these  patients  that  allows 
the  finding  of  a  statistically  significant 
difference  between  the  drug  and  die 
placebo.  No  explanation  is  provided  to 
support  this  exclusion.  In  another 
portion  of  the  analysis,  the  sponsor 
attempts  to  explain  why  data  from 
another  patient,  patient  43,  ought  to  be 
excluded  as  being  “oudier^.  Oudier  in 
this  case  proves  to  be  merely  a  patient 
who  had  a  favorable  placebo  response; 
again  there  are  no  grounds  for  excluding 
this  patient  When  patient  43  is  included 
in  a  chart  of  the  mean  oscillometric 
amplitudes  during  the  8-month  period  of 
the  study,  the  chart  shows  litde 
difference  in  magnitude  or  direction  of 
oscillometric  changes  between  the  group 
treated  with  Ethaquin  first  and  the  group 
treated  with  Ethaquin  second,  bodi 
groups  having  a  rise  in  deflection  over 
the  first  4  months  of  the  study. 

Apart  from  the  unimpressive  nature  of 
the  results,  which  when  all  data  are 
analyzed  were  completely  negative,  the 
study  is  flawed  in  other  ways.  First, 
oscillometric  measurements  in  this 
population  are  of  no  obvious  clinical 
significance.  The  principal  symptom  of 
the  patients  was  apparently  mental 
impairment,' which  is  not  necessarily 
related  to  cerebral  vascular 
insufficiency  and  is  certainly  not  related 
to  peripheral  vascular  insufficiency. 
None  of  the  patients  are  described  as 
having  symptoms  of  intermittent 
claudication,  which  would  characterize 
a  population  with  peripheral  vascular 
insufficiency.  They  were  thus  not 
appropriate  subjects  for  any  of  the 
peripheral  vasc^ar  measurements  that 
were  taken.  21 CFR 
314.111(a)(5](ii)(o)(2)(y).  The  method  of 


assignment  to  ^oups  is  not  optimal  in 
that  the  sponsor  had  control  over  such 
assignment  and  the  possibility  of  bias 
was  not  truly  minimized,  although  if  the 
investigator  was  not  privy  to  file  nature 
of  the  assignments  and  did  in  fact 
remain  blind,  this  is  not  a  fatal  defect  in 
this  kind  of  study.  The  observations 
made  are  not  adequately  defined.  No 
comment  at  all  is  provided  for  how 
ankle  pulses  or  ai^e  skin  temperature 
were  measured,  nor  what  the  geriatric 
rating  scale  is.  21  CFR 
314.111(a](5)(ii)(a)(3).  As  noted  above, 
the  crucial  analysis,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  sponsor  (the  only  analysis 
favoring  Ethaquin),  is  seriously  defective 
in  that  two  patients  with  unfavorable 
results  are  omitted  from  it  without 
explanation.  There  is  thus  serious  ^ 
question  whether  the  analysis  was 
conducted  in  an  unbiased  manner.  21 
CFR  314.111(a)(5)(ii)(aH5).  In  all.  the 
study  is  def^ve  on  its  face  and  cannot 
be  considered  an  adequate  and  well- 
controlled  study,  it  provides  no  evidence 
that  Ethaquin  is  useful  in  the  treatment 
of  any  cli^cal  entity. 

2.  The  sponsor  submitted  results  of  a 
so-called  "cooperative  field-trial" 
involving  12,593  patients  and  conducted 
by  491  physicians.  Of  those  who  entered 
the  study,  11,035  patients  completed  the 
180  days  of  therapy.  The  study  is 
described  as  involving  two  phases — 
phase  I  involving  patients  with  a 
diagnosis  of  peripheral  vascular  disease 
and  phase  II  involving  patients  with 
symptoms  of  peripheral  and  cerebral 
vascular  insufficiency.  Bofii  groups 
received  100  milligrams  of  Efiiaquin 
three  times  a  day.  Only  patients 
completing  180  days  of  treatment  were 
analyzed.  There  is  virtually  no 
description  of  how  patients  were 
entered  into  file  study,  how  dropouts 
were  anal]rzed,  or  how  the  effects  of 
concomitant  therapy  were  assessed. 
Most  important,  aU  patients  were  given 
the  drug  and  then  followed  over  time  so 
that  there  is  no  comparison  with  any 
control  treatment,  as  required  under  21 
CFR  314.111(aK5KiiKoK4).  AU  of  the 
signs  and  symptoms  these  patients  had, 
such  as  cold  hands  and  feet,  nocturnal 
leg  cramps,  leg  ulcers,  and  claudication, 
are  highly  variable  and  cannot  be 
assessed  without  a  concurrent  control. 
The  reported  study  can  provide  no 
evidence  of  effectiveness  for  Efiiaquin 
as  it  is  totaUy  uncontrolled. 

3.  Oswald  and  Baeder,  in  an  article 
entitled  “Pharmacology  of  Ethaverine 
HCl:  Human  and  Animal  Studies," 
published  in  Southern  Medical  Journal, 
68(12):1481-1485, 1^5,  reported  results 
of  one  animal  and  two  human  studies. 
The  first  human  study  is  described  as 


carried  out  in  male  and  female  patients 
with  peripheral  vascular  insufficiency. 
Various  blood  diemistiy  measurements 
and  oscillometry  were  performed 
periodically  over  varying  periods  up  to 
1,000  days.  Some  patients  (13)  were 
treated  continuously  with  Ethaquin  100 
milligrams  three  times  a  day,  while 
others  (31)  were  switched  every  90  days 
from  Eftaquin  to  placebo  or  to  no 
treatment  the  mean  clinical  chemistry 
values  are  given  in  full  for  these 
patients,  but  data  related  to 
effectiveness  are  totally  absent  except 
for  an  assurance  fiiat  “Oscillographic 
indices,  an  objective  measurement  of 
the  patienf  s  improvement  increased, 
attaining  levels  significantly  higher  than 
before  treatment" 

The  study  was  apparently  unblinded 
and  no  other  method  was  employed  to 
minimize  observer  bias.  21 
314.111(a}(5)(ii)(a)(3).  Observations  are 
not  described  and  results  do  not  permit 
quantitative  comparison  with  a  control. 
21  CFR  314.111(a)(5)(ii)(a)  (3)  and  (4). 

The  study  is  devoid  of  all  the  details 
that  permit  scientific  conclusions  to  be 
drawn.  The  second  study  was  a  large 
field  trial  conducted  by  230  physicians 
in  private  practice,  apparently  part 
the  large  field  trial  discussed  above.  It 
suffers  from  the  same  defects  described 
above. 

4.  Ascher  also  submitted  a 
bioavailability  study.  It  could  not  of 
course,  provide  evidence  of 
effectiveness.  It  was  also  deficient  for  a 
number  of  reasons.  No  statistical 
evaluation  of  the  data  was  submitted 
nor  were  tables  and  graphs  giving 
values  for  individual  subjects  supplied. 

Therefore,  the  agency  finds  that 
Ascher’s  data,  like  the  data  submitted 
by  all  other  manufacturers,  do  not 
support  a  contention  that  Asch^s 
product  is  safe  and  effective  for  its 
labeled  indications,  and  the  conclusions 
reached  in  the  April  13, 1979  notice 
apply  to  Ethaquim  B.  F.  Ascher  &  Co.  is 
subject  to  the  hearing,  the  date  of  which 
will  be  announced  in  the  Federal 
RegMer* 

The  April  13, 1979  notice  incorporated 
reviews  of  all  labeled  indications  for 
drug  products  containing  papaverine  ot 
ethaverine  and  similar  or  related  dn^. 
The  reviews  were  conducted  by  the 
Divisioiu  of  Neuropharmacological  I^i^ 
Products  and  Cardio-Renal  Ifrug 
Products  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs.  In  fiiose 
cases  where  there  is  no 
neuropharmacologic  indication  claimed, 
appropriate  experts  will  be  provided  to 
the  advisory  committee,  so  that  a  pit^r 
evaluation  of  all  the  other  indications 
can  be  made. 
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If  the  firm  intends  to  participate  in 
this  matter  it  must  file  i^th  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  by  Au^t  13, 1979  (1)  a 
written  notice  of  participation  under  21 
CFR  14.29(b),  and  (2)  any  new  data, 
information  and  analyses,  on  which  it 
relies  which  were  not  previously 
submitted  pursuant  to  the  April  5, 1976 
notice. 

The  material  submitted  by  Ascher 
(except  for  data  and  information 
prohibited  from  public  disclosure  imder 
21  U.S.C.  331(j)  or  18  U.S.Ca905)  and 
the  agency  re\dews  discussed  in  this 
notice  are  on  file  in  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  and  may  be  seen  between 
9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday.  The  volumes  containing  the  case 
report  forms  have  been  placed  on  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  with  any 
patients'  names  deleted  to  avoid  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy.  See  21  CFR  10.20(c)(4) 
&  20.63(b). 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs. 
201(p).  501,  502,  505,  701;  52  Stat.  1041- 
1042;  1049-1053  as  amended,  1055  (21 
U.S.C.  321(p),  351,  352,  355,  371)),  21  CFR 
Part  14,  and  under  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissidner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  Part  5). 

Dated;  June  19, 1979. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19583  Filed  S^-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Board  of  Advisors  to  the  Fund  for  the 
Improvement  of  Postsecondary 
Education;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
section  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  92-463),  that  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Advisors  to 
the  Fund  for  the  Improvement  of 
Postsecondary  Education  will  be  held  on 
July  15. 1979  at  5:00  p.m.  through  July  16, 
1979  at  4:00  p.m.  at  Empire  State  College, 
2  Union  Ayenue,  Saratoga  Springs,  New 
York. 

The  Board  of  Advisors  to  the  Fund 
was  established  to  recommend  to  the 
Director  of  the  Fund  and  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Education  priorities  for 
funding  and  the  approval  or  disapproval 
of  grants  and  contracts  of  a  given  kind 
or  over  a  designated  amount  under 
section  404  of  the  General  Education 
Provisions  Act. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  It  will  be  for  the  sole  purpose  of 


reviewing  and  recommending  possible 
program  directions  for  fiscal  year  1979- 
80. 

A  summary  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
meeting  and  a  roster  of  members  may  be 
obtained  firom  the  Fund  for  the 
Improvement  of  Postsecondary 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW., 
Room  3123,  Washington,  D.C.  20202, 
telephone  202-245-8091. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  13, 
1979. 

Ernest  J.  Bartell, 

Director,  Fund  for  the  Improvement  of 
Postsecondary  Education. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19453  Filed  8-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  4110-12-M 


SocialSecuiity  Administration 

Universal  Social  Security  Coverage 
Study;  Draft  Prospectus  and  Options 
Paper 

agency:  Social  Security  Administration. 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

summary:  On  June  11. 1979,  the 
Universal  Social  Security  Coverage 
Study  (authorized  by  Section  311  of  Pub. 
L  95-216)  met  with  the  Advisory 
Coimcil  on  Social  Security  in  order  to 
advise  the  Coimcil  of  its  progress. 
Preliminary  copies  of  a  Study  Group 
Prospectus  and  Options  Paper  were 
presented  to  the  Council  during  that 
public  meeting. 

These  materials  have  been  prepared 
by  the  Study  Group  Stafi  as  working 
drafts  and  are  not  to  be  considered  as 
final  products.  Both  preliminary  papers  . 
are  being  circulated  as  part  of  a 
continuing  effort  to  keep  all  interested 
parties  appraised  of  the  Study’s  work. 
Comments  regarding  these  draft 
materials  will  be  considered  by  the 
Study  Group. 

Any  questions  regarding  this  material 
should  be  directed  to:  Universal  Social 
Security  Coverage  Study,  330  C  Street, 
SW.,  Room  2311,  Switzer  Building, 
Washington.  D.C.  20201. 

General  telephone  inquiries  should  be 
directed  to:  Leigh  McDermott  (202)  472- 
3590. 

Universal  Social  Security  Coverage 
Study  Prospectus 

Executive  Summary* 

I.  Introductory  Overview 

n.  The  Social  Security  System  in  the 
United  States 

A.  The  concept  of  universality. 

B.  Origins  of  the  social  security 
concept. 


C.  Basic  features  of  the  current  Social 
Security  program. 

D.  The  value  of  Social  Security. 

E.  Current  status  of  coverage. 

F.  Issues  relating  to  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  all  Federal  civilian. 
State  and  local  government,  and  private 
nonprofit  employees. 

G.  The  future  of  Social  Security. 

III.  Extending  Social  Security  To 
Cover  the  Entire  Federal  Civilian  Work 
Force 

A.  Issues  related  to  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  the  entire  Federal 
work  force. 

B.  Design  of  the  options  for  and 
alternatives  to  extending  social  security 
coverage  to  Federal  civilian  employees. 

C.  Implications  of  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  all  Federal  civilian 
employees. 

IV.  Extending  Social  Security  To 
Cover  all  State  and  Local  Government 
Employees 

A.  Issues  related  to  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  State  and  local 
employees  not  currently  covered 
throu^  their  public  employment. 

B.  Design  of  the  options  for  and 
alternatives  to  extending  social  security 
coverage  to  employees  currently  not 
covered  through  their  public 
employment 

C.  Implications  of  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  all  State  and  local 
employees. 

D.  Special  legal  consideration  related 
to  covering^all  State  and  local 
employees. 

V.  Establishing  Social  Security 
Coverage  for  all  Employees  of  Private, 
Non-Profit  Organizations 

A.  The  relationship  between  private, 
nonprofit  organizations  and  social 
security. 

B.  Implications  of  establishing 
mandatory  social  security  coverage  for 
all  private,  nonprofit  organizations. 

C.  Alternatives  to  mandatory  social 
security  coverage  for  private,  nonprofit 
organizations. 

D.  Summary. 

VI.  Review  of  the  Positions  Taken  by 
Interested  Parties  on  the  Issue  of 
Universal  Social  Security  Coverage 

A.  Response  to  the  general  issue  of 
universal  coverage. 

B.  Response  to  specific  proposals  and 
analyses. 

VII.  Summary  and  Conclusions 

ynm.  Technical  Papers  and 

Appendices  % 

A.  Technical  papers. 

B.  Appendices. 

I.  Introductory  Overview 
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n.  The  Social  Security  System  in  the 
United  States 

A.  The  concept  of  universality  (See 
Appendix  1). 

B.  Origins  of  the  social  security 
concept  (See  Appendix  2). 

1.  Development  of  the  concept  of 
social  secimty. — a.  Europe. 

b.  United  States. 

2.  The  Social  Security  Act  of  1935. — a. 
Objectives  of  the  original  Act. 

b.  Issues  surrounding  the  Act. 

(1)  Groups  not  covered. 

(2)  Authority  of  Federal  government  to 
tax  the  States. 

3.  Chronology  of  changes  since  1935. — 

a.  Coverage. 

(1)  Compulsory. 

(2)  Elective  by  employer. 

(3)  Elective  by  employer  and 
employee. 

(4)  Elective  by  individual. 

b.  Other  changes. 

4.  Recommendations  regarding 
coverage  by  Social  Seciuity  Advisory 
Councils  and  other  groups. 

C.  Basic  features  of  the  current  Social 
Security  Program. 

1.  Insured  status. — a.  Current. 

b.  Full. 

c.  Permanent. 

2.  Types  of  benefits. — a.  Retirement 
^  (1)  Early. 

(2)  Regular. 

b.  Disability. 

c.  Survivors. 

d.  Dependents. 

e.  Other  (Medicare). 

3.  BeneHt  formula. — a.  Tilt 

b.  Indexing: 

(1)  Wages  for  earnings  history  and 
initial  benefit  calculation. 

(2)  Price  for  current  benefits. 

D.  The  value  of  Social  Security. 

E.  Ciurent  status  of  coverage  (See 
Appendix  3). 

F.  Issues  relating  to  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  all  Federal  civilian, 
State  and  local  government,  and  private 
nonprofit  employees  (See  Appendix  4). 

1.  Continuous  coverage  or  credit 
portability. 

2.  Equity  issues. — a.  Actuarial 
fairness — the  fairness  of  social  security 
taxes  paid  relative  to  benefit 
subsequently  received. 

b.  Diatributional  fairness — the 
fairness  of  taxes  paid  and  benefits 
received  by  one  individual  or  class 
relative  to  the  taxes  and  benefits  of 
other  individuals  or  classes. 

c.  Shared  responsibility — the  notion  of 
fairness  in  a  society-wide  program  that 
in8iu*e8  all  against  circumstances  that 
each  might  encounter,  and  which 
incorporates  subsidies  and  transfers 
designed  to  fulfill  specific  social  goals. 

3.  The  public  concern. 


4.  Due  process. — a.  Changing  rules  in 
mid-stream. 

(1)  Promises  to  current  workers. 

(2)  Protecting  beneficiaries. 

(3)  Costs  to  employers. 

b.  Equal  pay  for  equal  work. 

G.  The  future  of  Social  Security  (See 
Appendix  5). 

1.  Shared  earnings. 

2.  Demogrants. 

ni.  Extending  Social  Security  To 
Cover  the  Entire  Federal  Civilian  Wark 
Force 

A.  Issues  related  to  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  the  Federal  civilian 
work  force. 

1.  Introduction. 

2.  The  Federal  Civil  Service 
Retirement  System  (See  Appendix  6). — 
a.  The  historical  perspective. 

(1)  The  evolution  of  Federal  civilian 
retirement  programs.' 

(2)  Federal  employees  and  social 
security  coverage. 

b.  Provisions  of  the  system- 

(1)  Eligibility. 

(2)  Portability. 

(3)  Vesting. 

(4)  Normal  retirement. 

(5)  Benefit  structure. 

(6)  Age  and  service  requirements  for 
retirement. 

(7)  Disability  provisions. 

(8)  Survivors  benefits. 

(9)  Health  benefits. 

(10)  Cost  of  living  adjustments. 

(11)  Contributions. 

(12)  Life  instirance. 

(13)  Special  groups. 

c.  Participants  in  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  System. 

(1)  Current  employees. — (a)  Vesting 
status. 

(b)  Insured  status 

(c)  Withdrawals  fi'om  service. 

(1)  Age  and  service  related. 

(ii)  Disability  related. 

(iii)  Death. 

(iv)  Job  mobility. 

— Remaining  vested. 

— Withdrawing  contributions. 

— ^Reinvesting. 

(2)  Current  annuitants. — (a)  Level  of 
benefits. 

(b)  Work  status. 

(c)  Nahu%  of  status. 

(i)  Age  retirement 

(ii)  Disability. 

(iii)  Survivors. 

d.  Current  and  futme  financial  status 
of  the  system  (see  Appendix  7). 

3.  Other  Federal  retirement  systems 
(see  Appendix  8). — a.  Case  study — 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Retirement 
System. 

b.  Other  system. 

4.  The  status  of  Federal  employees 
and  annuitants  with  respect  to  social 


security  coverage  (See  Appendix  9). — a. 
Insured  status  of  current  work  force  and 
annidtant  populations. 

b.  Social  security  coverage  accrued  by 
Federal  civilian  employees  outside  of 
Federal  employment. 

(1)  Description  of  the  methods. — (a) 
Long-term  and  part-time  employment. 

(b)  Normal  career  job  mobility. 

(c)  Accruing  coverage  after  civil 
service  retirement 

(d)  Vagaries  in  the  Federal  Civil 
Service  Retirement  System. 

(1)  Military  service  portability. 

(ii)  Transition  from  -temporary  to 

permanent  status. 

(2)  An  empirical  analysis  of  the  social 
security  status  of  the  Federal  civilian 
work  force. 

(a)  Support  data. 

(b)  Accruing  concurrent  coverage. 

(i)  Who  is  covered. 

(ii)  The  relative  portion  of  earnings 
covered. 

(c)  Accruing  coverage  during  periods 
other  than  Federal  employment 

(i)  Job  mobility  before  retirement 

(ii)  Mobility  after  retirement. 

5.  Other  issues  raised  by  proposals  for 
extending  social  security  coverage  to  all 
Federal  employees. — a.  Conditions  for 
disability  and  disability  benefit  levels. 

b.  Survivors  benefits. 

c.  Early  retirement 

d.  Cost-Of-living  adjustments. 

e.  Medical  insurance. 

f.  The  Social  Security  tilt 

g.  Relevance  of  the  Employees 
Retirement  Income  Security  Act 

h.  Legal  analysis. 

B.  Design  of  the  options  for  and 
alternatives  to  extending  social  security 
coverage  to  Federal  civilian  employees 
(See  Appendix  10). 

1.  Review  of  pension  plans  commonly 
available  to  employees  in  both  public 
and  private  sectors  and  how  such  plans 
are  coordinated  with  social  security. 

2.  Specific  goals  in  designing  a  Federal 
pension  system  that  is  coordinated  with 
social  security. 

3.  Options  considered  in  this  analysis 
which  would  coordinate  the  Federal 
civilian  retirement  system  with  social 
security. — a.  Add-on. 

b.  Social  security  ofif-set. 

Ct  Step-rate  plan. 

d.  For  each  of  the  above,  and  option 
allowing  early  retirement  with  level-life 
benefits. 

4.  Alternatives  to  social  security 
coverage  for  Federal  employees. — a. 
Maintain  status  quo. 

b.  Eliminate  windfalls. 

c.  Exchange  of  credits  to  assure 
portability  insured  status. 

d.  Public  Employees  Retirement 
Income  Security  proposal  with 
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standards  for  portability  provisions  and 
minimum  standards  for  disability  and 
survivors*  protection. 

e.  Combined  approach. 

5.  Transition  alternatives  (See  Options 
Paper). — a.  Include  current  employees 
with  minimum  guaranteed  benefit 
provisions. 

(1)  Include  vested  and  nonvested 
employees. 

(2)  Include  only  nonvested  employees. 

b.  Include  only  employees  hired  after 
implementation  of  new  system. 

c.  Provide  coverage  for  future  service 
only. 

d.  Optional  election  of  social  security 
coverage  by  current  employees. 

e.  Varying  transition  periods. 

C.  The  implications  of  extending 
social  security  coverage  to  Federal 
civilian  employees  (See  Appendix  11  for 
subsection  1  only). 

1.  The  effect  of  implementing  the 
alternative  pension  systems  on  a  series 
of  representative  employees. — a. 
Employees  with  full  working  careers  in 
Federal  employment. 

b.  Employees  with  very  small  amounts 
of  social  security  coverage  under  the 
current  systems. 

c.  Employees  with  major  portions  of 
careers  in  both  Federal  employment  and 
employment  covered  by  sodal  security. 

2.  The  effect  of  alternative 
integrations  on  Federal  employee  labor 
supply  decisions. — a.  Integration  with 
social  security  and  its  effect  on 
employees. 

(1)  The  expected  response  of  the 
existing  work  force. 

(2)  Tlie  nature  of  the  demand  for 
Federal  jobs  and  potential  impact  of 
social  security  integration. 

(3)  Qualitative  effects  on  the  Federal 
work  force. 

b.  Impact  of  changes  in  retirement 
provisions. 

(1)  Eliminating  early  retirement. 

(2)  Providing  actuarially  reduced 
benefits  to  early  retirees. 

3.  The  cost  of  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  all  Federal 
employees  in  conjunction  with  an 
integrated  Civil  Service  Retirement 
System. — a.  Defining  the  concept  of  cost. 

(1)  Actuarial  cost 

(2)  Economic  cost. 

b.  Methodologies  employed  in  the 
analysis. 

(1)  Aggregate  actuarial  projections. 

(2)  Microsimulations. 

c.  Cost  estimates  and  related 
statistical  data. 

d.  Cost  implications  to  the  Social 
Security  System. 

4.  The  effect  of  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  Federal  employees 
on  the  distribution  of  retirement 


benefits. — a.  Description  of 
methodologies  used  in  developing 
estimates. 

b.  Result  of  analysis. 

5.  Developing  decision  criteria  for 
evaluating  the  relative  desirability  of  the 
alternatives  (See  Appendix  12). — a. 
Benefit  criteria. 

(1)  Maintain  the  Social  Security  tilt. 

(2)  Eliminate  the  tilt 

(3)  Maintain  benefits  equal  to  those 
available  under  the  mirrent  system. 

(4)  Eliminate  windfalls.- 

b.  Cost  criteria. 

(1)  Reduce  current  costs. 

(2)  Maintain  current  costs. 

(3)  Raise  current  costs. 

(4)  Change  incidence  of  costs. 

c.  Other  criteria. 

(1)  Disability  coverage. 

(2)  Survivors  coverage. 

(3)  Portability. 

(4)  Vesting. 

d.  Trade-offs  among  the  criteria. 

IV.  Extending  Social  Security  to 

Cover  all  State  and  Local  Government 
Employees. 

A.  Issues  related  to  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  State  and  local 
employees  not  currently  covered 
through  their  public  employment 

1.  Introduction. 

2.  Background  information  on  State 
and  local  retirement  systems  (See 
Appendix  13). — a.  The  historical 
perspective. 

(1)  Early  public  employee  retirement 
systems  and  their  relationship  to  Social 
Security. 

(2)  Agreements  for  voltmtary 

coverage.  ^ 

(3)  Terminations  of  coverage. 

b.  Overview  of  State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Global  characteristics. — (a) 
Number  of  plans. 

(b)  Numl^r  of  active  members. 

(c)  Number  of  beneficiaries. 

(d)  Magnitude  of  financial 
considerations. 

(1)  Assets. 

(ii)  Contributions 

— Employer. 

— Employee. 

(iii)  Benefits. 

(2)  Plan  diversity. — (a)  Size  variations. 

(b)  Employee  occupation  type. 

(c)  Social  security  coverage. 

(i)  State-by-State  breakdown. 

(ii)  size  variations. 

(iii)  type  variations. 

3.  Normal  retirement  benefits — 
variations  by  social  security  coverage, 
size  and  employee  type. — a.  Social 
Security  Formula  (for  comparison). 

b.  defined  contribution  plans — 
purchased  annuity. 

c.  Defined  benefit  plans — replacement 
rates  and  type  of  formula. 


(1)  With  social  security  coverage. 

(2)  Without  social  security  coverage. 

d.  Factors  used  in  calculating  benefits. 

(1)  Age. 

(2)  Years  of  service. 

(3)  Salary. 

(4)  Annual  benefit  accrual  rate. 

(5)  Cost-of-living  adjustments. 

e.  Relationship  of  benefit  levels  to  age 
and/or  service  requirements. 

4.  Early  retirement  benefits — 
variations  by  social  security  coverage, 
size  and  employee  occupation. — a. 

Social  security  provisions  (for 
comparison). 

b.  State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Number  of  plans  with  early 
retirement  options. 

(2)  Age  and  service  requirements. 

c.  Comparison  of  social  security  early 
retirement  provisions  with  those  of  State 
and  local  plans. 

(1)  Number  of  people/plans  with  early 
retirement  provisions  which  allow 
retirement  at  a  younger  age  than 
permitted  under  Social  Security. 

(2)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
provisions  similar  to  those  of  social 
security. 

(3)  People/plans  with  more  restrictive 
early  retirement  provisions  than  those 
established  under  social  security. 

5.  Disability  benefits — ^variations  by 
social  security  coverage,  size  and 
employee  occupation. — a.  Social 
security  provisions  (for  comparison). 

(1)  Insured  status. 

(2)  Definition  of  disability. 

b.  State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Number  of  plans  with  disability 
provisions. 

(2)  Age  and  service  requirements. 

(3)  Definition  of  disability. 

c.  Comparison  of  social  security 
disability  provisions  with  those  of  State 
and  local  plans. 

(1)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
disability  provisions  less  generous  than 
social  security. 

(2)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
disability  provisions  similar  to  social 
security  provisions. 

(3)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
disability  provisions  more  generous  than 
social  security. 

6.  Survivor  benefits — ^variations  by 
social  security  coverage,  size  and 
employee  occupations. — a.  Social 
security  provisions  (for  comparison). 

b.  State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Number  of  plans  with  survivor 
benefits. 

(2)  Age  and  service  requirements. 

c.  Comparison  of  social  security 
survivor  provisions  with  those  of  State 
and  local  plans. 
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(1)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
survivor  benefits  less  generous  than 
social  security. 

(2)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
survivor  benefits  similar  to  social 
security. 

(3)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
survivor  benefits  more  generous  than 
social  security. 

7.  Health  and  other  benefits — 
variations  by  social  security  coverage, 
size  and  employee  occupation. — a. 

Social  security  provisions  (for 
comparison). 

b.  State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Number  of  plans  with  health  and 
other  benefits. 

(2)  Age  and  service  requirements. 

c.  Comparison  of  social  security  with 
State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
health  and  other  benefits  less  generous 
than  social  security. 

(2)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
health  and  other  benefits  similar  to 
social  security. 

(3)  Number  of  people/plans  having 
health  and  other  benefits  more  generous 
than  social  security. 

8.  Portability — variations  by  social 
security  coverage,  size  and  employee 
occupation  (See  Appendix  14). — a. 
Social  security  provisions  (for 
comparison). 

b.  State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Automatic  credit,  partial  payment, 
full  payment. 

(2)  Intrastate  or  interstate. 

(3)  Credits  for  military  service. 

c.  Comparison  of  Social  Security 
portability  provisions  with  those  at 
State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Numbers  of  people/plans  with 
portability  similar  to  social  security. 

9.  Vesting — variations  by  social 
security  coverage,  size  and  employee 
occupation. — a.  Social  security 
provisions. 

b.  State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Service  required. 

(2)  Employee  withdrawals. 

(a)  Employee  vesting. 

(b)  Those  who  leave  subsidize  those 
who  stay. 

(3)  Reinvesting. 

10.  Contributions — variations  by 
social  security  coverage,  size  and 
employee  occupation. — a.  Social 
security  provisions  (for  comparison). 

b.  Employee  contributions. 

(1)  Range  and  distribution  of 
contribution  rates. 

(2)  Policies  on  return  of  contributions. 

(3)  Policies  on  redeposit  of 
contributions. 

c.  Employer  contributions. 

(1)  Range  and  distribution  of 

contribution  rates. 


(2)  Policies  on  return  of  contributions. 

(3)  Policies  on  redeposit  of 
conMbutions. 

d.  Total  contributions. 

(1)  Range  and  distribution  of 
conMbution  rates. 

11.  Financing — ^variations  by  social 
security  coverage,  size  and  employee 
occupation. — a.  Social  seciuity 
provisions  (for  comparison). 

b.  State  and  local  plans. 

(1)  Total  assets. 

(2)  Annual  benefits  as  a  proportion  of 
assets. 

(3)  Range  and  distribution  of  funding 
practices. 

(4)  Range  and  distribution  of  sources 
of  financing. 

12.  The  cost  of  State  and  local 
retirement  systems. — a.  Economic  cost 

b.  Actuarial  cost 

(1)  Impact  of  fund  objectives. 

(2)  Actuarial  methods. 

(3)  Economic  assumptions. 

c.  Effect  of  plan  provisions  on  cost 

13.  Summary. — a.  Major  differences 
and  similarities  of  social  security  and 
public  plans. 

(1)  Benefit  structure — ^normal  and 
early  retirement 

(2)  Disability. 

(3)  Vesting. 

(4)  Portability. 

b.  Major  differences  and  similarities 
of  covered  and  noncovered  public  plans. 

c.  Major  differences  and  similarities  of 
plans  covering  various  employee 
categories. 

d.  Major  differences  and  similarities 
of  plans  according  to  size. 

e.  Major  differences  and  similarities  of 
plans  at  all  levels  of  government  and 
nonprofit  organizations. 

14.  The  social  security  coverage  status 
of  State  and  local  government 
employees. — a.  Current  work  force 
insured  status. 

b.  The  methods  by  which  employees 
also  accrue  social  security  coverage. 

(1)  Description  of  the  methods. 

(a)  Long-term  and  part-time 
employment 

(b)  Normal  career  job  mobility. 

(c)  Accruing  coverage  after  public 
employee  retirement 

(d)  Vagaries  in  the  system. 

(1)  military  service  portability. 

(ii)  transition  from  temporary  to 

permanent  status. 

(2)  An  empirical  analysis  of  the  social 
security  status  of  non-Federal  public 
employees. — (a)  The  data. 

(b)  Accruing  concurrent  coverage. 

(i)  Who  receives  coverage. 

(ii)  The  relative  poriton  of  earnings 
covered. 

(c)  Accruing  coverage  during  periods 
other  than  public  employment. 


(i)  Job  mobility  before  retirement. 

(ii)  Mobility  affer  retirement 

R  Design  of  the  options  for  and 
alternatives  to  extending  social  security 
coverage  to  employees  currently  not 
covered  through  their  public 
employment 

1.  Review  of  covered  plans. 

2.  Specific  goals  in  designing  a 
pension  plan  for  State  and  local 
government  employees. 

3.  Potential  approaches  to 
supplemental  re^ement  programs. — a. 
Add-on. 

b.  Social  security  offset 

c.  Step-rate. 

d.  For  each  of  the  above,  an  option 
allowing  retirement  with  level  life 
benefits. 

4.  Alternatives  to  social  security 
coverage  for  State  and  local  government 
employees. — a.  Maintain  status  quo. 

b.  Eliminate  windfalls. 

c.  Exchange  of  credits  to  allow 
portability  of  insured  status. 

d.  Public  employee  Retirement  Income 
Secunty  proposal  with  standards  for 
portability  and  minimum  standards  for 
disability  and  survivors’  protection. 

e.  Combined  approach. 

5.  Transition  alterqatives.r— a.  Include 
current  employees  with  minimum 
guaranteed  benefit  provisions. 

(1)  Include  vested  and  nonvested 
employees.. 

(2)  Include  only  nonvested  employees. 

b.  Include  only  emloyees  hired  after 
implementation  of  social  security. 

c.  Provide  social  security  coverage  for 
future  service  only. 

d.  Optional  election  of  social  security 
coverage  by  current  employees. 

e.  Varying  transition  periods. 

f.  Optional  election  according  to 
certain  age  groups. 

6.  Case  studies  of  coordination. — a. 
Impetus  for  coordination. 

b.  Options  considered. 

c.  Effects. 

(1)  Program  costs. 

(2)  Beneficiaries. 

C.  Implications  of  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  all  State  and  local 
public  employees. 

1.  The  effect  of  implementing  the 
alternative  pension  systems  on  a  sample 
of  employees.— a.  Employees  with  full 
working  careers  in  State  and  local 
government  employment. 

b.  Employees  with  minimiun  amounts 
of  social  security  coverage  under  the 
current  systems. 

c.  Employees  with  major  portions  of 
careers  in  both  covered  and  State/local 
employment 

2.  The  effect  of  alternative 
integrations  on  labor  supply  decisions.— 
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a.  Integration  with  social  security  and 
the  effect  on  compensation  levels. 

(1)  The  expected  response  of  the 
existing  woric  force. 

(2)  The  nature  of  the  demand  for  State 
and  local  jobs  and  potential  impact  of 
social  security  integration. 

(3)  Qualitative  effects  on  the  State  and 
local  work  force. 

b.  Impact  of  changes  in  retirement 
provisions. 

(1)  Eliminating  early  retirement 
provisions. 

(2)  Providing  actuarially  reduced 
benefits  to  early  retirees. 

3.  The  cost  of  implementing  social 
security  coverage  under  venous 
alternatives. — a.  The  impact  on  the  State 
and  local  government. 

(1)  Short  term  implications. 

(a)  Estimates  based  on  actuarial 
practice  currently  in  use  for  speciBc 
plans. 

(1)  Definitions  of  cost. 

(ii)  Actuarial  methodology. 

(iii)  Economic  assumptions. 

(b)  Sensitivity  of  estimates  to  the 
variable  criteria  used  in  the  valuations. 

(2)  Long  term  implications. — (a)  Long 
term  projections  using  standardized 
economic  assumptions. 

*  (i)  The  economic  concept  of  cost. 

(ii)  The  projection  methodology. 

(iii)  Economic  assumptions. 

(b)  Sensitivity  of  estimates  to 

economic  criteria. 

(3)  The  relation  of  funding  level  to  the 
transitional  costs  of  coordination. 

b.  The  national  perspective:  cost 
implications. 

4.  The  effect  of  extending  social 
security  coverage  to  State  and  local 
employees  on  the  distribution  of 
retirement  benefits. — a.  Description  of 
the  methodologies  used  in  developing 
estimates. 

b.  Analysis  of  results. 

.  5.  The  effects  of  imiversal  coverage  on 
capital  formation. — a.  Public  employee 
retirement  system  assets. 

(1)  State  versus  local. 

(2)  Covered  versus  noncovered. 

b.  The  composition  of  Public 
Employee  Retirement  System  assets. 

(1)  Types  of  assets  held. 

(a)  Government  securities. 

(2)  Assets  per  member. 

c.  Effects  of  coordination  on  stock  of 
assets. 

(1)  Transition  time-frame. 

(2)  State  and  local  assets. 

(a)  Anticipated  asset  reductions  for 
noncovered  plans. 

(b)  Aggregate  reduction. 

(c)  Significance  and  compensating 
factors. 

6.  Developing  criteria  for  evaluating 
relative  desirability  of  the  alternative 


proposals. — a.  Retirement  benefit 
criteria. 

(1)  Maintain  the  social  security  tilt. 

(2)  Eliminate  the  tilt 

(3)  Maintain  benefits  as  generous  as 
the  current  system. 

(4)  Eliminate  windfalls. 

b.  Cost  criteria. 

(1)  Reduce  current  costs. 

(2)  Maintain  current  costs. 

(3)  Allow  ciurent  costs  to  increase. 

(4)  Change  incidence  of  cost. 

c.  Other  criteria. 

(1)  Disability  coverage. 

(2)  Survivors  Coverage. 

(3)  Portability. 

(4)  Vesting. 

d.  Trade-offs  among  the  criteria. 

D.  Special  legal  considerations  related 
to  covering  all  State  and  local 
employees. 

V.  Establishing  Social  Security 
Coverage  far  all  Employees  of  Private, 
Nonprofit  Organizations  (See  Appendix 
15). 

A.  The  relationship  between  private, 
nonprofit  organizations  and  social 
security. 

1.  History  of  coverage  for  private, 
nonprofit  organizations. 

2.  Legal  status  of  private,  nonprofit 
organizations. 

3.  Extent  to  which  private,  nonprofit 
organizations  are  currently  covered  by 
social  security. 

B.  Implications  of  establishing 
mandatory  social  security  coverage  for 
all  private,  nonprofit  organizations. 

1.  The  nature  of  employment  in 
private,  nonprofit  organizations. — a.  The 
social  role  of  private,  nonprofit 
organizations. 

b.  The  types  of  employment  in  private, 
nonprofit  organizations. 

2.  The  special  financial  circumstances 
of  private,  nonprofit  organizations. 

3.  The  assertion  of  tax  exempt 
status. — a.  Separation  of  Church  and 
State. 

b.  Support  of  public  pursuits. 

c.  Tradition  of  self  help  through 
voluntary  alliance. 

C.  Alternatives  to  mandatory  social 
security  coverage  for  private,  nonprofit 
organizations. 

D.  Summary. 

VI.  Review  of  the  Positions  Taken  by 
Interested  Parties  on  the  Issue  of 
Universal  Social  Security  Coverage. 

A.  Response  to  the  general  issue  of 
universal  coverage. 

1.  Introduction. — a.  Overview  of  the 
kinds  of  groups/individuals 
participating  in  the  Study. 

b.  Forums  for  discussion  of  the  issue. 

(1)  Public  hearings. 

(2)  Written  comments. 


2.  Responses  presented  by  interested 
parties  (See  Appendix  16). — a.  Fear  of 
merger. 

b.  Concern  over  loss  of  benefits. 

c.  Breach  of  contract  between 
government  and  employees. 

d.  Modification  of  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  System  will  reduce  the 
incentive  to  enter  government  service. 

e.  Expanded  coverage  as  a  financing 
ploy  to  strengthen  the  Social  Security 
Trust  Funds. 

f.  Retirement  credit  portability. 

g.  Transition  problems  with  expanded 
coverage. 

h.  Additional  fiscal  burden  on 
employee  and  employer. 

L  Constitutional  issue — State’s  rights 
issue. 

j.  Constitutional  issue — separation  of 
Church  and  State. 

k.  Fear  that  certain  provisions  of 
retirement  systems  wUch  are 
occupation  specific  will  be  eliminated. 

l.  Universal  coverage  as  a  general 
revenue  financing  ploy. 

m.  Preference  for  election  of  social 
security  coverage  on  an  optional  basis. 

n.  Concern  over  loss  of  termination 
option. 

o.  Equity  issue. 

p.  Vesting  requirements. 

q.  Double  dipping  ot  windfall  benefits. 

r.  Protection  gaps  of  non-integrated 
State  and  local  pension  systems. 

s.  Concern  over  the  impact  expanded 
coverage  would  have  on  the  future 
financial  stability  of  noncovered  plans. 

3.  Identification  of  interested  parties. 

4.  Summary. 

B.  Response  to  specific  Study  options 
and  analyses. 

1.  Introduction. — a.  Overview  of  the 
parties  consulted  and  review  of  the 
options  and  analyses  presented. 

b.  Method  of  consultation. 

(1)  Field  meetings. 

(2)  Solicitation  of  written  comments 
from  Federal.  State  and  local  agencies. 

2.  Field  consultation. 

a.  Response  fix)m  representatives  of 
Federal  sector. 

b.  Responses  from  representatives  of 
State  and  local  government  sectors. 

(3)  Department  of  the  Treasury. 

(4)  Department  of  Labor. 

(5)  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development. 

(6)  Unions. 

b.  State  and  local  government  entities. 

c.  Private,  nonprofit  entities. 

d.  Others. 

4.  Summary. 
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Universal  Social  Security  Coverage 
Options 

Approaches  for  Universal  Coverage  and 
Alternatives  to  Universal  Coverage — An 
Options  Paper 

This  document  is  a  draft  prepared  by 
various  members  of  the  Universal  Social 
Security  Study  Group  staff.  The  views 
expressed  are  not  necessarily  the  views 
of  the  Study  Group,  its  Chairman,  or  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

Options — Draft  Jxme  7, 197a 
Introduction 

There  are  many  arguments  in  favor  of 
imiversal  social  security  coverage. 

There  are  also  arguments  that  progress, 
if  any.  towards  universal  coverage 
shotdd  be  slow  and  careful.  Therefore, 
the  purpose  of  this  paper  is  to  present 
the  fiill  range  of  options  available  to  the 
Congress,  should  it  decide  to  address 
some  or  all  of  the  problems  resulting 
from  the  lack  of  universal  coverage. 

There  are  options  that  the  Study 
Group  believes  are  not  worth 
considering  and  that  therefore,  have 
been  given  only  cursory  analysis. 

N-l  Merge  the  pension  funds  of  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  (CSR)  and  other 
noncovered  public  employee  retirement 
systems  (PERS)  with  the  Social  Security 
Trust  Funds 

N-2  Add  social  security  to  the  existing 
noncovered  retirement  systems  without 
modifying  them 

N-3  Substitute  social  security  coverage  for 
the  existing  noncovered  retirement  systems 
N-^  Reduce  the  social  security  or  pension 
benehts  of  persons  who  have  worked  in 
noncovered  employment  and  who  are 
currently  retired  or  are  soon  to  retire 

It  is  widely  but  erroneously  believed 
that  a  principal  objective  of  universal 
coverage  is  to  permit  social  security  to 
take  over  the  Civil  Service  and  other 
retirement  fimds  so  that  its  own  funds 
could  be  “bailed-out.”  However,  this 
option  (N-l),  would  be  of  little  long  run 
value  to  the  social  security  system; 
would  set  an  undesirable  precedent;  and 
is  probably  not  feasible.  In  any  case, 
this  option  could  not  reduce  overall 
costs  since  the  costs  of  the  future 
benetits  that  the  retirement  systems 
were  obligated  to  pay  would  stil  have  to 
be  met.  Two  other  options  not  being 
considered  simply  adding  social  security 
to  the  existing  noncovered  systems  (N- 
2)  or  simply  substituting  social  security 
for  the  existing  systems  (N-3).'  Costs 
alone  preclude  the  first  of  these  and  the 


fact  that  the  social  security  system  is 
not,  in  itself,  an  adequate  replacement 
for  many  staff  retirement  system 
precludes  the  latter.  The  study  Group 
believes  there  ^Muld  be  supplemental 
retirement  programs  that  are 
coordinated  with  (but  not  by)  social 
security. 

A  final  rejected  option  is  any 
reduction  in  payments  to  present 
beneficiaries  or  those  soon  to  retire. 

How  “soon  to  retire”  is  to  be  defined  is, 
of  course,  a  difficult  problem  which  will 
be  discussed  later. 

There  remains  a  range  of  choices 
extending  from  preservation  of  the 
status  quo  to  bringing  all  presently 
noncovered  workers  into  the  social 
security  program  on  a  date  certain. 

These  choices  or  options  cannot  easily 
be  placed  along  a  cost  or  other 
continuum.  They  present  a  set  of 
interelated  decisions.  If  the  choice  is 
anything  other  than  the  extreme  of 
covering  every  worker  at  one  time,  some 
other  method  of  reducing  the  unintended 
benehts  received  by  persons  with  dual 
careers  in  covered  and  noncovered 
employment  may  be  desirable. 

Similarly,  the  Congress  may  want  to 
consider  measures  designed  to  close  the 
gaps  in  coverage  that  result  from  the 
lack  of  universal  social  security.  In 
considering  coverage  Federal 
employees,  whether  this  would  involve 
only  future  hires  or  not,  the  Government, 
as  an  employer,  will  want  to  determine 
what  kind  of  supplemental  retirement 
system  it  should  have.  And,  in 
considering  whether  coverage  should  be 
mandated  for  State  and  local 
government  workers  or  employees  in 
private  non-profit  organizations,  the 
President  and  Congress  will  surely  want 
to  know  what  kinds  of  options  will  be 
available  to  legislators,  as  well  as  the 
costs  and  effects  of  these  options. 
Alternatively,  if  mandatory  coverage  for 
State  and  local  employment  proves 
infeasible,  then  more  widespread 
voluntary  coverage  might  be  encoruaged 
through  the  use  of  incentives. 

Almost  all  staff  retirement  systems  in 
the  public  sector  have,  like  social 
security,  an  accrued  unfunded  liability. 
Many  current  woricers  have  vested 
rights  in  these  systems  and  are  planning 
and  making  decisions  based  on  these 
anticipated  benefits.  Assurances  that 
liabilities  will  be  met  likely  will  be  a 
political,  if  not  ethical,  concomittant  of 
mandatory  coverage.  Assurances  that 
reasonable  expectations  of  workers  will 
be  met,  whether  there  is  actual 
entitlement  or  not,  may  be  a  similar 
requirement. 


Goals 

The  options  outlined  in  this  paper  are 
directed  towards  the  achievement  of  a 
variety  of  objectives.  The  first  and  most 
important  of  these  are; 

0-1  Attainment  of  universal  social  security 
coverage;  and 

0-2  Equity  fat  current  participants  in 
noncovered  employee  retirement  systems 

If  social  security  is  to  be  mandatory 
for  some  workers,  then  it  should  be 
mandatory  for  all  workers.’ This  goal 
should  not  be  sought,  however,  without 
regard  to  cost  or  fairness  for  current 
participants  in  noncovered  emi^yee 
retirement  systems.  Lesser  but  still 
major  goals  are; 

0-3  Elimination  of  gratuitous  subsidies 
under  social  security;  and 
0-4  Elimination  of  diMbility,  survivcnhip 
and  coverage  gaps. 

The  design  of  pension  and  retirement 
systems  may  seem  to  be  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  Study  Group’s  mandate. 
However,  the  Study  is  required  by 
statute  to  examine  the  changes  tiiat 
would  be  necessary  if  those  systems 
that  are  not  now  covered  by  social 
security  become  covered.  Only  in  this 
way  can  the  costs  and  effects  of 
extending  coverage  be  fully  understood. 
Of  course,  one  objective  of  a  redesigned 
system  could  be  to  achieve  a  level  and 
pattern  of  benefits  that  would,  in 
combination  with  social  security, 
repHcate  the  Costs  and  benefits  of  the 
system  that  it  replaces.  This,  as  is 
shown  elsewhere,  is  not  a  goal  that  can 
reasonably  expected  to  be  met. 

The  most  important  goals  of  any 
pension  systems  are; 

0-5  Fairness  and  adequacy  for  system 
members 

0-6  Reasonable  cost  and  effective 
management  tool  for  employers. 

Any  change  in  long  established  major 
systems  can  potenti^y  be  unfair  and 
costly.  Some  transitional  goals  are: 

0-7  No  major  discontinuities  between  the 
benefits  accruing  to  persons  vriio  vary 
siighdy  in  such  ^aracteristics  are  age  and 
length  of  service. 

0-8  Individuals  who  have'made  career 
decisions  and  served  ample  periods  under 
one  set  of  rules  should  not  be  hurt  by  the 
decision  to  change  those  rules 
0-9  Employing  entities  and  their 
constituents  should  not  be  hurt  by 
mandated  changes  in  their  pension 
structure 

0-10  Necessary  changes  should  be 
implemented  as  soon  as  possible,  within 
the  constraints  of  the  otlm  goals. 


*Many  opponents  of  universal  social  security 
coverage  are  opposed  to  mandatory  social  security 
itself.  This  issue  is  beyon  the  scope  of  the  Study's 
mandate. 


'  There  are  some  local  retirement  systems  in 
which  many  members  are  in  sociai  security  even 
though  the  plan  beneflt  and  contribution  schedules 
assume  no  such  coverage.  It  is  possible  that  in  these 
plans  social  security  would  indeed  simply  be  added, 
if  coverage  were  mandated. 
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In  this  paper,  these  general  goals  and 
objectives  are  examined  in  the  light  of 
speciHc  options.  Ultimately,  the 
Congress  and  the  President  will  have  to 
determine  the  relative  importance  of  the 
various  objectives  and  what  constitutes 
minimal  satisfaction  of  these  goals.  The 
Study  Group  has  made  an  initial 
determination  of  the  most  important 
objectives  as  a  starting  point  in 
designing  the  options,  lliis  selection  has 
necessarily  been  based  on  current  levels 
of  knowledge  (often  quite  approximate) 
about  the  costs  of  satisfying  various 
objectives.  The  costs,  estimates  of  which 
are  being  developed  by  the  Study 
Group,  frequently  be  a  major 
determinant  of  the  relative  desirability 
of  an  objective. 

The  importance  of  the  various 
objectives  is.  of  course,  related  to  the 
self  interest  of  persons  who  would  be 
affected  by  the  various  options.  For 
example,  workers  in  the  private  sector 
may  favor  universal  coverage;  full 
career  civil  servants  may  want  the 
present  pension  system  preserved;  and 
young  or  short  career  civil  servants  may 
support  improvements  in  portability 
provisions.  In  many  cases  meeting  any 
one  objective  will  benefit  one  group  of 
people  at  the  expense  of  another. 

Options  for  Mandatory  Coverage 

For  virtually  all  private  workers, 
participation  in  social  security  is  not  a 
matter  of  choice.  This  section  discusses 
various  options  for  making  social 
security  mandatory  for  public  workers 
as  well.  The  desirability  and  feasibility 
of  these  options  vary  depending  on 
whether  Federal,  State  and  local 
government,  or  private  non-proHt 
employment  is  being  considered,  and 
wi^  the  type  of  coordination  scheme 
envisioned. 

M-l  Mandate  coverage  for  all  employment  on 
a  specified  date 

M-l(a)  Provide  for  a  refund  of  some  or  all 
contributions  to  individuals  who  reach  age 
62  without  achieving  insured  status 
M-l(b)  Provide  sufficient  retrospective 
coverage  so  that  all  individuals  will  be  able 
to  achieve  insured  status  by  age  62 
M-2  Mandate  coverage  for  all  non-vested 
employees  and  all  new  employees  hired 
after  a  speciHed  date 

M-2(a)  Provide  employees  not  mandatorily 
covered  the  option  to  participate  on  a 
voluntary  basis 

M-3  Mandate  coverage  for  all  individuals 
whose  age  and  length  of  service  total  less 
than  a  specified  amount 
M-3(a)  Provide  employees  not  mandatorily 
covered  the  option  to  participate  on  a 
voluntary  basis 

M-4  Mandate  coverage  for  persons  who  are 
less  than  a  specified  age 


M-4(a)  Proivde  employees  not  mandatorily 
covered  the  option  to  participate  on  a 
voluntary  basis 

M-5  Mandate  coverage  for  all  employees 
hired  after  a  specified  effective  date 
M-5(a]  Provide  employees  not  mandatorily 
covered  the  option  to  participate  on  a 
voluntary  basis 

Option  M-5,  which  places  only  new 
employees  under  a  new  pension  system 
would  provide  complete  protection  of  all 
earned  or  expected  benefits  to  all 
current  employees.  It  would  also  stretch 
out  the  implementation  over  forty  years 
or  more,  libe  opposite  extreme  would  be 
to  include  all  current  employees  in  the 
new  system.  In  between  are  all  other 
possibilities. 

In  deciding  which,  if  any  current 
employees  are  close  enou^t  to 
retirement  to  qualify  for  exemiftion  fi'om 
coverage,  two  important  considerations 
are  age  and  years  of  service.  Either  or 
both  could  be  used  to  establish  an 
exemption.  While  age  is  the  simplest 
measure  the  appropriate  cutoff  to 
determine  the  exempt  employees  is  not 
obvious.  Under  the  social  security 
program  an  uiu'educed  benefit  is 
received  at  age  65  while  in  comparison, 
the  GSR  and  many  other  PERS  provide 
an  unreduced  benefit  at  age  55  with  30 
years  of  service.  Allowing  ten  years  for 
employees  to  adjust  their  retirement 
plans,  for  example,  would  lead  to  a 
lower  age  limit  somewhere  in  the  range 
of  45  to  55  yours  old.  Tables  1  and  2 
show  the  current  Federal  civilian 
workforce  classified  by  age  and  years  of 
service.  As  indicated,  47%  are  age  45  or 
over,  34%  age  50  or  over,  20%  are  age  55 
or  over.  (Similar  data  are  not  yet 
available  for  State  and  local  government 
employees.) 

Another  important  issue  in  protecting 
the  pensions  of  current  employees  is  to 
decide  what  benefits  should  be 
guaranteed.  The  minimum  acceptable 
level  is  presumably  vested  benefits. 
These  are  the  benefits  an  employee 
could  eventually  receive-  (when  age  and 
years  of  service  requirements  were  met) 
if  he  or  she  were  to  resign  today.  For 
most  employees  the  benefit  would 
depend  on  years  of  service  up  to  the 
point  of  resignation  and  on  the 
employee’s  average  earnings.  The 
benefit  would  not  include  any 
adjustment  for  future  increases  in  wage 
or  cost  of  living  before  payments  begin. 
Under  this  option,  a  current  employee 
retiring  in  the  future  would  receive  upon 
retirement  two  pensions:  one  the  benefit 
of  today’s  system  vested  as  of  the 
effective  date  specified  by  legislation 
and  the  other  based  on  the  new  system 
with  years  of  service  and  wages  counted 
fi'om  the  effective  date. 


The  other  extreme  of  benefit 
guarantees  for  current  workers  would  be 
to  provide  all  vested  benefits  as  well  as 
the  future  benefits  which  would  have 
been  earned  under  the  current  system 
between  now  and  retirement.  The ' 
rationale  for  this  being  that  employees 
may  have  made  their  career  decisions  in 
part  because  they  expected  the 
continuance  of  the  retirement  system  in 
existence  at  the  time  they  were  hired. 
Such  a  guarantee  would  be  greater  than 
that  provided  for  employees  in  the 
private  sector  under  the  Employee 
Retirement  Income  Security  Act  (ERISA) 
regulations.  It  is  worth  noting  here  that 
changes  are  frequently  made  to  the 
PERS,  mostly  in  the  direction  of 
increased  benefits,  but  occasionally  in 
the  opposite  direction.  The  protection  of 
all  future  “expected”  benefits  for  current 
employees  is  equivalent  to  saying  that 
any  alternative  pension  system  should 
apply  to  new  employees  only. 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-07-M 


•Draft  6/7/79. 

Tabic  1.  NU:>mER  OF  FEDERAL  CIVILIAN  WORKERS  CLASSIFIED  BY  AGE  AND  YEARS  OF  SERVICE  (May  1979) 

Number  of  Employees 
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In  between  the  previous  two 
extremes,  are  coordinated  beneHt 
formulas  that  account  separately  for 
periods  of  noncovered  and  covered 
employment  Benefits,  for  example, 
could  be  2%  of  final  average  salary  for 
each  year  of  noncovered  employment 
plus  1%  of  final  average  salary  for  each 
year  of  covered  employment  This  would 
mean  that  all  employees  could  be 
covered  on  a  specific  effective  date,  but 
the  impact  on  the  retirement  benefits  of 
those  soon  to  retire  would  be  minimal. 
The  chief  problem  with  this  approach  is 
that  there  would  be  some  persons  who 
would  not  or  could  not  obtain  sufficient 
quarters  prior  to  the  effective  date.  The 
chief  advantage  is  that  it  more  than 
preserves  the  accrued  benefits  of  ciurent 
employees  final  average  salaries  and 
would  reflect  future  inflation  and  merit 
increases  rather  than  ciurent  salaries. 

If  it  proves  impossible  to  mandate 
coverage  for  State  and  local  government 
and  private,  non-profit  employment, 
there  may  be  some  interest  in 
encouraging  more  widespread  voluntary 
participation.  There  are  a  number  of 
ways  that  this  could  be  done. 

V-l  Limit  or  restrict  government  grants-in-aid 
to  agencies  in  which  employment  is 
covered. 

V-2  Restrict  cost  sharing  in  Title  XIX 
(Medicaid)  to  States  in  which  public 
employment  is  covered. 

V-3  Introduce  a  specific  adjustment  factor  in 
the  Federal  revenue  sharing  formula  to  give 
greater  credit  to  State  where  coverage  is 
greater. 

V-4  Impose  the  equivalent  of  the  self- 
employment  tax  on  individuals  who  woric 
in  noncovered  employment. 

V-5  Impose  a  Feder^  income  surtax  on 
earnings  from  noncovered  employment. 

These  options  could  face  the  same  * 
legal  and  political  problem  that 
mandatory  coverage  faces.  They  are 
also  punitive  measures.  An  alternative 
would  be  to  offer  incentives. 

V-6  Provide  retrospective  coverage  of 
previous  earnings  to  all  employees. 

V-7  Provide  retrospective  coverage  of 
previous  earnings  to  those  individuals  who 
would  be  eligible  for  optional  participation. 

Any  reduction  in  the  advantages 
currently  open  to  those  who  can  pursue 
a  dual  career  in  covered  and 
noncovered  employment  would  also 
tend  to  increase  paticipation  in  social 
security.  Obviously,  the  more  severe  the 
reductions,  the  more  voluntary 
participation  there  will  be.  Options  that 
would  accomplish  this  are  discussed 
later  in  this  paper. 

Coordination  Methods 

Any  of  the  options  that  affect  current 
workers  will  elicit  from  them  great 


interest  in  the  revised  supplemental 
retirement  program  and  the  way  in 
which  it  would  be  coordinated  with 
social  security.  That  program  would  also 
be  of  interest  to  persons  considering  a 
career  in  government  and  could  have  an 
impact  on  governments’  ability  to  attract 
and  retain  qualified  personnel.  A  full 
discussion  of  coordination  methods  will 
be  discussed  in  a  separate  section  of 
this  report.*  A  brief  summary  follows. 

Presumably,  any  coordinated  system 
would  have  characteristics  falling 
somewhere  between  the  values  defined 
by  its  predecessor  at  one  extreme  and 
social  security  at  the  other.  The  issue  is 
the  extent  to  which  the  alternative 
should  go  in  favoring  either  extreme. 

Some  public  employee  retirement 
systems  and  most  private  pensions  are 
referred  to  as  defined  contribution  type. 
Most  public  plans,  including  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  System  are  the 
defined  benefit  type.  In  the  former,  a 
regular  percentage  of  each  employee's 
earnings  is  credited  towards  the 
purchase  of  annuities  the  final  values  of 
which  vary  according  to  each 
individual's  total  earnings  and  the  time 
pattern  over  which  they  were  earned.  In 
defined  benefit  plans,  benefits  are  a 
function  of  final  average  salary  and 
•  length  of  service.  In  both  cases,  plan 
members  must  meet  certain  age  and 
service  age  and  service  requirements  in 
order  to  be  eligible  for  benefits.  The 
following  discussion  assumes  a  context 
of  defined  benefit  plans. 

Retirement  systems  can  be  implicitly 
coordinated  with  social  security  merely 
by  being  less  generous  than  they  might 
otherwise  be.  They  can  also  be 
explicitly  coordinated  by  either 
accounting  for  the  social  security  benefit 
and  offsetting  some  or  all  of  it  against 
the  pension  benefit  or  by  establishing 
benefits  that  vary  according  to  the 
proportion  of  salary  above  and  below 
an  established  figure,  usually  the  social 
security  maximum  wage  base. 

On  the  surface,  the  most  attractive 
method  of  coordination  is  one  in  which 
social  security  is  simple  added  to  the 
present  system.  Contributions  to  social 
security  would  be  made  by  both 
employer  and  employee  and  benefits 
would  pltimately  be  received  from  both 
system^.^Vl^e  this  motion  is  simple,  the 
accompan3dng  costs  are  high.  The 
additional  cost  of  social  security  would 
be  more  than  twelve  percent  and  still 
more  in  the  future.  Benefits,  expressed 
as  a  replacement  rate,  i.e.,  percentage  of 
final  year's  earnings,  could  exceed  100%. 
Reducing  benefits  raises  the  question  of 
the  desirable  target  replacement  rates, 

*  Reference  here  is  to  the  USSCS  final  report 


an  issue  that  arises  in  all  approaches  to 
coordination. 

Replacement  rates,  considering  social 
security  alone,  are  progressive;  low 
income  workers  receive  higher 
replacement  rates  than  do  high  income 
workers.  In  contrast  replacement  of 
wages  in  typical  noncovered  retirement 
systems  is  strictly  proportionate; 
workers’  replacement  rates  do  not  vary 
with  their  earnings.  Combining  the 
progressive  social  security  system  with 
a  proportionate  retirement  system  by 
simply  adding  one  to  another  produces 
what  is  typically  called  an  “add-on" 
system.  It  retains  the  progressivity  of 
social  security. 

It  is  possible  to  devise  a  regressive 
retirement  system  in  which  high  income 
workers  receive  higher  replacement 
rates  than  low  income  workers.  One 
technique  is  to  reduce  the  pension 
benefit  by  some  or  all  of  the  social 
security  benefit;  this  method  is  typically 
referred  to  as  an  “off-set".  Another  is  to 
pay  pension  benefits  that  increase,  in 
steps,  for  persons  with  higher  final 
earnings.  This  technique  is  called  a 
“step-rate".  (Usually  just  one  step  is 
used,  with  the  step  tied  to  the  social 
security  maximum  on  the  wage  base.) 
RegariUess  of  the  type  of  system 
considered,  the  result  of  combining  a 
progressive  system  with  a  regressive 
one  depends  on  the  relative  degree  of 
progressivity  and  regressivity  in  each. 

It  is  public  policy  that  retirement 
systems  in  the  private  sector  preserve 
progressivity.  In  order  to  obtain  tax 
exempt  status,  private  plans  must 
comply  with  the  Internal  Revenue 
Service  (IRS)  “integration 
requirements".  These  requirements  are 
complex,  but  their  effect  is  simply 
.expressed:  one  hundred  percent  social 
security  offsets,  being  against  public 
policy,  cure  made  prohibitively  expensive 
through  the  sanction  of  income  taxes. 

Add  on,  step-rate,  and  off-set 
coordination  formulae  differ  in  the 
degree  to  which  they  typically  retain  the 
progressivity  of  social  security.  Add-ons 
preserve  it  all,  off-sets  the  least  with 
step-rates  somewhere  in  the  middle.  The 
importance  of  the  difference  depends  on 
the  distribution  of  final  average  salaries. 
If  that  distribution  is  fairly  ncurow,  as  is 
likely  the  case  in  teacher’s  plans,  the 
differences  could  be  trivial.  In  state¬ 
wide  plans,  or  the  Federal  Civil  Service 
plan,  the  differences  would  be  much 
greater.  Nonetheless,  if  a  major 
objective  is  to  replicate  the  pattern  of 
benefits  provided  by  the  non-covered 
plans,  off-qet  coordination  schemes  are 
likely  to  be  the  preferred  choice.  It 
should  be  noted,  however,  that  a  major 
problem  with  off-set  formulas  is  that 
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they  require  an  individual  by  individual 
determination  of  social  security  beneHts, 
often  before  the  individual  is  eligible  for 
these  social  security  benefits.  Another 
problem  is  apportioning  that  part  of  the 
benefit  which  belongs  with  the 
employment  covered  by  the  retirement 
system. 

In  summary,  for  technical  as  well  as 
policy  reasons,  a  coordinated  pension 
that  perfectly  offset  the  progressivity  of 
social  security  replacement  rates  is 
highly  unlikely.  Iliis  means  that  target 
replacement  rates  must  vary  with 
income,  declining  as  income  increases. 

In  turn,  this  means  that,  if  the 
replacement  rate  of  a  middle  income  or 
average  worker  is  to  be  the  same  in  a 
covered  system  as  it  would  be  in  a 
noncovered  system,  then  the 
replacement  rates  of  a  low  income 
worker  will  be  higher  and  the  rates  of  a 
high  income  worker  will  be  lower. 
Whether  the  costs  of  the  one  and 
savings  of  the  other  would  offset  each 
other  depends  on  the  numbers  of  each 
and  the  way  in  which  the  replacement 
rate  varies. 

For  still  other  reasons,  retirement 
systems  that  are  coordinated  with  social 
security  do  not  produce  precisely  the 
same  pattern  of  benefits  as  those 
produced  by  noncovered  systems.  Not 
only  does  social  security  provide  low 
income  workers  relatively  greater 
benefits  than  it  does  high  income 
workers,  it  also  determines  benefits  on 
the  basis  of  all  covered  earnings  rather 
than  the  earnings  from  any  single  job. 
Retirement  benefits  also  reflect  career 
earnings  more  than  near-retirement 
earnings.  And,  the  relative  gain  from  an 
additional  year  of  participation  in  social 
security  differs  fix}m  that  of  an 
additional  year  of  participation  in  a 
pension  system. 

Similar  difficulties  also  arise  with 
retirement  age.  Under  the  CSR  system 
and  many  other  PER& retirement 
without  reduction  in  benefits  is 
permitted  at  age  55  with  30  years  of 
service.  In  social  security,  normal 
retirement  is  at  age  65,  with  reduced 
benefits  available  at  age  62.  There  are 
two  main  ways  of  dealing  with  the 
difierence: 

R-l  Ignore  the  difference  between  the 
presumed  normal  retirement  ages  in  social 
security  and  public  pension  plans;  or 
R-2  Offset  the  difference  between 
presumed  normal  retirement  ages  by 
paying  a  higher  PERS  benefit  initially  and 
then  reducing  it  when  the  recipient 
becomes  eligible  for  social  security. 

The  effect  of  R-l  could  be  the  same  as 
raising  the  normal  retirement  age  if  the 
new  PERS  benefit  is  not  itself  sufficient 
to  provide  comfortable  retirement. 


Contributions  would  be  made  over  a 
shorter  period  and  benefits  paid  over  a 
longer  one.  The  net  costs  of  this  option 
may  be  acceptable,  since  so  many  PERS 
now  provide  for  retirement  at  ages 
earlier  than  62.  In  addition  to  the  need  to 
coordinate  retirement  age  between 
social  security  and  PERS  another 
important  issue  in  setting  retirement  age 
is  the  type  of  work  performed. 
Employees  in  certain  hazardous, 
occupations  such  as  firefighters,  law 
enforcement  officers  and  air  traffic 
controllers  are  entitled  to  special 
consideration  in  discussion  of  early 
retirement. 

There  are  many  other  features  of 
typical  PERS  system  that  differ  from 
those  of  social  security  and  which 
should  be  considered  in  designing  a 
pension  system.  With  regard  to  benefits, 
the  foliowring  characteristics  should  be 
considered: 

•  Ratio  of  benefits  to  contributions  (employee 

and  total), 

•  Survivors’  and  spouses’  benefitSj 

•  Effects  of  length  of  service  upon  benefit 

size, 

•  Disability  benefits, 

•  Hospital  benefits, 

•  COL  adjustment  to  benefits, 

•  Offset  of  pension  by  earnings, 

•  Taxability  of  benefits,  and 

•  Vesting. 

On  the  cost  side  are  the 
characteristics  of  programming  and 
financing  (including  total  costs  of  the 
program  and  how  ^ey  are  shared,  e.g., 
employee,  employer,  general  revenues). 

A  final  issue  is  the  degree  to  which  a 
proposed  plan  conforms  to  the  IRS  and 
ERISA  relations  that  govern  private 
plans.  The  influence  of  the  IRS 
regulations  upon  the  form  of  private 
pensions  has  been  mentioned  briefly. 
ERISA  rules  cover  such  matters  as 
vesting  and  portability,  often  making 
them  more  favorable  for  the  employee 
than  the  typical  PERS.  Consequently,  if 
present  costs  were  maintained  and 
ERISA  standards  were  met,  some  other 
benefit  provisions  would  have  to  be 
reduced.  ’Thus,  the  issue  of  appropriate 
pension  characteristics  is  raised  again. 
The  value  of  portability  for  public 
employees  is  clearly  high.  For  example, 
it  is  estimated  that  only  about  40%  of  all 
Federal  employees  remain  in 
government  employment  long  enough  to 
collect  their  pension. 

Public  employee  retirement  systems 
(and  the  social  security  system)  are  not 
required  to  meet  IRS  and  ERISA 
relations,  but  it  would  seem  bad 
policy  for  the  government  to  develop  for 
itself  pension  plans  with  features  that 
would  not  be  allowed  in  the  private 
sector. 


'The  relative  importance  of  the  various 
aspects  of  pension  design  is  a  subject  of 
some  controversy.  To  a  large  degree, 
their  importance  to  any  one  member  in  a 
cross  section  of  workers  would  depend 
upon  the  circumstances  of  the  individual 
and  the  extent  to  which  he  or  she 
expects  to  be  better  or  worse  off  if  an 
objective  is  met.  The  views  of  a  private 
sector  worker,  a  short-term  government 
employee,  and  a  full  career  civil  servant 
can  be  expected  to  differ.  Within  each  of 
these  categories  differences  would  also 
occur  based  on  such  personal  factors  as 
salary  or  wage  level,  marital  status, 
number  of  dependents,  other  work  under 
the  social  security  system,  and 
perference  for  present  consumption  of 
earnings  versus  saving. 

Handling  Unfunded  Liabilities 

As  noted  earlier,  virtually  all  public 
employee  retirement  systems  have  some 
degree  of  unfunded  liability.  This 
liability  is  not  fundamentally  different 
from  that  which  exists  in  social  security; 
some  or  all  of  current  contributions  are 
being  used  to  pay  current  benefits  rather 
than  being  set  aside  for  future  ones. 
Mandatory  coverage  could  have  the 
effect  of  diverting  contributions  from 
one  group  of  beneficiaries  to  another  or 
it  could  have  the  effect  of  sharply 
increasing  costs  by  forcing  current 
contributors  to  support  two  groups  of 
beneficiaries  rather  than  one.  Several 
methods  could  be  used  to  alleviate  this 
problem.  One  possible  method  would  be 
for  Social  Security  Trust  Funds  or  the 
Federal  government  at  large  to  assume 
unfunded  liabilities.  This  option  is  not 
presently  being  considered  by  the  Study 
Group  because  it  penalizes  plans  that 
have  attempted  to  build  up  funds  and 
rewards  those  that  have  not.  Similarly,  it 
favors  plans  wdth  generous  benefits  over 
those  with  less.  The  following 
approaches  are  being  analyzed  by  the 
Study  Group: 

B-l  Provide  some  amount  of  retroactive 
coverage  of  previous  earnings  without  cost 
to  affected  individuals  or  their  retirement 
funds; 

B-2  Provide  coverage  at  reduced  or  zero 
cost  for  a  specified  number  of  years 
following  the  effective  date;  and 
B-3  Establish  a  formula  grant  program  in 
which  each  presently  noncovered 
retirement  system  shares  according  to  the 
total  length  of  service  of  present  employees 
B-3(a)  Allow  all  plans,  whether  presently 
covered  or  not,  to  share  in  the  formula 
grant 

With  retrospective  social  security 
coverage,  some  current  unfunded 
liabilities  could  be  reduced  by  offsetting 
(implicity  or  explicitly)  the  social 
security  benefit  against  the  pension 
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benefit.  Depending  upon  the  amount  of 
retroactive  coverage  provided,  how 
many  years  of  previous  earnings  get 
covert  some  plans  could  have  their 
unfunded  liabiKties  reduced  to  zero  or 
less.  There  are  many  possible  variations 
on  this  approach. 

Alleviating  unfunded  liabilities 
through  a  formula  grant  program  allows 
th€r  design  of  a  program  that  will  be  as 
effective  as  desired  merely  by 
determining  appropriation  levels. 
'Allowing  Ae  ^ans  to  share  in  Ae  grant 
according  to  the  cumulative  length  of 
service  represented  by  its  active 
members  relates  Ae  plan's  share  to  its 
accrued  liability  without  regard  to 
whether  the  liability  is  funded  or  not  or 
to  how  generous  the  plan  is. 

If  the  increased  revenue  from 
expanded  coverage  exceeds  the  future 
costs,  then  sharing  in  Ae  liabilities  of 
the  presently  nmicovered  plans  could  be 
viewed  as  a  good  investment  for  social 
security. 

Universal  coverage  would  have 
significant  effects  upon  Ae  financing  of 
Ae  social  security  program.  It  has  been 
estimated  that  additional  employer  and 
employee  contributions  in  the  first  year 
would  amount  to  $14  billion.  These  new 
contributors  would,  of  course,  add  to  Ae 
future  liabilities  of  the  system.  In  so  far 
as  the  system  is  actuarially  sound  in  Ae 
long  run,  however,  these  liabilities  will 
be  met  On  the  oAer  hand,  if  future 
economic  or  demographic  conditions  are 
sufficiently  extreme  that  Ae  social 
security  system  becomes  out  of  balance, 
then  increasing  the  numbers  of  people 
covered  will  increase  the  absolute  size 
of  the  short  fall  alAough  ^n  Aat  might 
be  offset  by  elimination  of  the 
unintended  subsiAes. 

Closing  the  Gaps 

If  Congress  decides  against  universal 
coverage,  h  may  want  to  establish 
standards  so  Aat  all  employed  persons, 
whether  m  covered  employment  or  not 
*  or  whether  moving  from  one  type  to 
anoAer,  will  be  assured  Ae  basic 
benefits  now  provided  by  social 
security. 

There  are  several  features  of  ' 
retirement  under  Ae  social  security 
system  which,  if  extended  to 
noncovered  pubhc  employees  would 
serve  to  increase  pension  benefits. 
Among  the  most  important  are  spouses’ 
and  survivors’  benefits,  disability 
benefits  which  are  A  part  determined  by 
the  number  of  Ae  employee’s 
dependents,  and  portability  of  credits 
from  job  to  job.  Adding  one  or  more  of 
these  features  to  an  Adividual’s  PERS 
would  increase  protectian  or  ultimate 
benefits,  but  of  course  would  also 


increase  the  cost  ctf  providing  Ae 
benefits. 

The  following  options  are  not 
necessarily  mutually  exclusive. 

G-l  Require  noncovered  public  employee 
retirement  systems  to  adopt  eligibility 
criteria  for  disabi&ty  and  sorvivors' 
benefits  that  equal  or  exceed  Ae  social 
seciirity  criteria.  . 

G-2  Establish  procedures  whereby  service 
credits  could  be  transfered  between  Ae 
noncovered  systems  and  social  security 
G-3  Require  Ae  noncovered  systems  to  adopt 
vesting  criteria  similar  to  Aose  established 
by  ERISA  for  pension  plans  in  Ae  private 
sector 

G-4  Require  Ae  noncovered  systems  to  adopt 
improved  portabiltty  provisions  for  persons 
moving  from  one  noncovered  job  to 
another 

G-l  is  sufficiently  specific  Aat  costs 
could  be  estimated.  Possibly,  G-3  might 
be  costed  as  well,  under  Ae  assumption 
that  the  plans  would  adopt  Ae  least 
costly  version  of  Ae  several  possibilities 
offered  by  ERISA. 

Other  studies  have  recommended  a 
variant  of  G-2  under  which  a  transfer  of 
credit  occurs  only  at  Ae  time  of  a 
casualty  or  other  contingent  event.  The 
Study  Group  does  not  believe  that  this  is 
an  appropriate  technique  m  an 
insurance  context 

Reducing  Unintended  Benefits 

It  may  be  decided  Aat  universal' 
mandatory  coverage  is  not  feasible  in 
the  near  future  and  possibly  not  even  in 
.  the  long  nm.  In  Ais  event,  the  Congress 
may  wish  to  consider  ways  of  redudng 
the  social  security  benefits  Aat  might 
otherwise  be  recieved  by  persons  able 
to  pursue  careers  boA  m  covered  and 
noncovered  employmrat.  There  are 
three  broadly  different  ways  of  doing 
this. 

5- l  Reduce  Ae  return  on  covered  earnings  by 
offse  Ang  some  or  all  of  any  pensions 
received  from  uncovered  employment. 

S^2  Reduce  Ae  return  on  covered  earnings  by 
using  Ac  relatiouhip  of  covered  to 
noncovered  earnings. 

6- 2(a)  Pay  a  modified  social  security  benefit 
equal  to  the  dillerence  between  Ae  benefit 
that  would  have  been  paid  if  all  of  an 
individual's  employment  had  been  covered 
and  Ae  benefit  that  would  have  been  paid 
if  only  Ae  public  employment  were 
covered 

S-2(b)  Pay  a  modified  social  seciirity  benefit 
Aat  is  computed  by  taking  the  ratio  of 
covered  earnings  to  total  earnings  and 
applying  it  to  tlte  social  security  benefit 
derived  from  covered  employment 
S-3  Modify  the  social  seciirity  benefit 
formula  so  Aat  it  provides  relatively 
greater  returns  to  persons  wiA  longer 
periods  of  covered  eamfngs 
S-3(a)  Compute  Ae  benefit  on  an  annual 
basis  and  average,  Lc;,  A'vide  Ae  social 
security  benefit  formula  by  Ae  number  of 


years  elapsed  since  1950  minus  five,  a^ply 
Ae  result  to  each  year’s  covered  earnings 
and  sum  Ae  results 

There  is  a  precedent  for  Ae  first 
approach,  S-l,  specifically,  Ae  spouses’ 
offset  in  existing  law.  Under  this 
provision,  persons  otherwise  eligible  for 
a  spouses’  benefit  will  have  that  benefit 
reduced  one  dollar  for  eadi  dollar  of 
pension  income  received  from 
noncovered  employment  The  provision 
was  added  by  the  Social  Security 
Amendments,  of  1977  but  its  application 
for  female  Rouses  was  deferred  until 
1982.  The  Administration  has  proposed 
a  somewhat  more  complicated  version 
that  would  reduce  social  security 
retirement  benefits,  for  persons  also 
receiving  Federal  Civil  Service  annuities 
by  an  amount  related  to  the  difference 
between  Ae  annuity  and  average  social 
security  benefits. 

Several  persons  have  suggested  Ae 
second  approach.  S-2,  among  Aem  Mr. 
Robert  Myers,  a  former  Chief  Actuary  of 
the  Social  Security  Administratioa.  The 
reduction  in  social  security  benefits 
produced  by  Ais  approach  can  be 
relatively  mild  or  severe  depending 
upmn  the  particular  formula  employed. 
Option  S-2(a)  could  produce  substantial 
reductions  in  benefits,  unless  it  were 
associated  wlA  some  sort  of  guaranteed 
minimum.  In  contrast,  option  S-2(bl 
produces  much  smaller  reductions. 

Both  the  policy  mq)licatioas  and  the 
administrative  feasibility  vary  among 
the  three  approaches.  The  first  approach 
adds  an  explicit  mcome  test  i.e.,  two 
persons  wiA  identical  amounts  ai 
covered  and  noncovered  earnings  could 
receive  different  social  security  amounts 
if  one  received  a  more  generous  pension 
than  the  other.  It  also  poses  an 
enforcement  problem  since  Ae  receipt  of 
pensions  is  information  not  routinely 
available  to  Ae  Social  Security 
Administration. 

The  second  could  only  be  applied 
prospectively  since  Ae  Social  Security 
Administration  did  not  be^n  collecting 
individual  data  on  noncovered  earnings 
until  1979, 

The  third  approach  would  produce 
much  more  sweeping  dianges  in  the 
social  security  program  because  it 
would  affect  Ael>«Qefits  of  persons  who 
only  woric  A  covered  employment  as 
well  as  tile  benefits  of  those  wAo 
worked  m  bo  A.  There  are  doubtless 
many  possiMe  alternatives  wiAm  Ais 
approach.  The  SAdy  Group  has  Aus  far 
focused  its  attention  on  just  the  one  [S- 
3(a)). 

Status  Quo 

Should  Congress  determme  that  none 
of  the  options  arc  viable,  neither 
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mandatory  coverage  nor  any  of  the 
others,  a  final  option  exists:  status  quo. 
This  final  option  is  not,  however  without 
its  own  disadvantages.  Leaving  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  System  and  other 
noncovered  public  retirement  systems  in 
their  cuirent  state — ^without  portability 
and  lacking  in  comprehensive  benefits 
(most  notably  survivors’  and 
disability)— could  be  viewed  as  “costly” 
to  the  public  employee.  Alternatively, 
some  would  argue  that  to  leave  the 
public  employee  outside  the  system  of 
mandatory  social  security  coverage 
results  in  a  “cost”  to  the  remaining  90% 
oi  the  nation's  workforce. 

Nonetheless,  the  rules  under  which 
the  present  noncovered  systems  were 
established  have  been  in  existence  for  a 
long  time.  The  rules  are  open  and  above 
board.  Changing  them  now  might  do 
more  harm  than  good  and  be  unfair  to 
the  noncovered  systems  and  their 
participants — both  active. 

Dated:  June  18, 1979. 

W.  Jack  Tennant, 

Executive  Director,  Universal  Social  Security 
Coverage  Study. 

ire  Doc.  7»-194Se  Piled  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  411(MI7-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  NFD-716;  FDAA-577-OR] 

Mississippi;  Amendment  to  Notice  of 
Major  Disaster  Declaration 

agency:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 

Administration. 

action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  Notice  amends  the 
Notice  of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State 
of  Mississippi  (FDAA-577-DR),  dated 
April  16, 1979. 
dated:  June  7, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sewall  H.  E.  Johnson,  Program  Support 
Staff,  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  Washington, 
D.C  20410  (202/634-7825). 

NOTICE:  This  Notice  of  major  disaster  for 
the  State  of  Mississippi  dated  April  16, 
1979,  is  hereby  amended  to  include  the 
following  area  among  those  areas 
determined  to  have  been  adversely 
affected  by  the  catastrophe  declared  a 
major  disaster  by  the  President  in  his 
declaration  of  April  16, 1979. 

For  Public  Assistance  in  addition  to 
Individual  Assistance:  Copiah  County. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Thomas  R.  Casey, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  7S-194S2  FUed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNa  CODE  4210-22-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Eureka  County,  Nev.;  Special 
Wilderness  Inventory  Open  to  Public 
Comment 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management’s 
Elko  District  Office  has  conducted  a 
special  project  wilderness  inventory  on 
about  18,500  acres  of  public  lands  in 
Eureka  County,  Nevada  (NV-010-083A). 
Based  upon  inventory  findings,  the 
Bureau  is  recommending  that  the  area 
be  released  fi'om  any  further  wilderness 
consideration  because  it  lacks 
wilderness  characteristics.  A  30-day 
public  comment  period  is  open  until 
August  2, 1979. 

The  special  project  inventory  was 
conducted  at  the  request  of  several 
mining  companies  who  desire  to  initiate 
mining  operations  in  the  area,  which  is 
highly  mineralized,  primarily  with 
barite. 

Based  upon  existing  information,  the 
Bureau  had  recommended  that  the  area 
undergo  an  intensive  inventory.  That 
recommendation  is  currently  also  before 
the  public  imtil  July  31.  However,  the 
Bureau  decided  to  accelerate  that 
intensive  inventory  to  find  out  if  the 
area  definitely  does  or  does  not  contain 
wilderness  values.  The  recommendation 
is  to  drop  the  area  fi'om  further 
wilderness  consideration  because  it 
lacks  wilderness  characteristics  due 
primarily  to  the  presence  of  numerous 
intrusions  that  are  substantially 
noticeable  and  detract  fitim  the  natural 
character.  The  field  survey  also  found 
that  the  area  lacks  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  because  of  the 
difficulty  for  visitors  to  escape  the 
sights,  sounds,  and  evidence  of  other 
people  within  the  area.  Primitive 
recreation  opportimities  were  also  foimd 
not  to  be  outstanding. 

Public  comment  on  the  Bureau’s 
recommendation  is  open  until  August  2. 
An  open  house  is  scheduled  at  the  BLM 
district  office  in  Elko  on  July  16 
beginning  at  1  p.m.  to  acquaint  the 
public  with  the  inventory  findings.  Maps 
and  further  information  on  the  areas  are 
available  fivm  the  BLM  in  Elko  at  2002 
Idaho  St.,  89801  or  in  Reno,  800  Booth 
St.,  Room  3008,  89509. 


Date  signed:  June  14, 1979. 

E.  I.  Rowland, 

State  Director,  Nevada. 

{FR  Doc.  76-19480  FUad  6-21-79: 8:45  am] 
BHJJNQ  CODE  4S10-S4-M 


National  Park  Service 

Valley  Forge  National  Hiatorical  Park: 
Public  Transportation  Programs; 

Public  Meetings 

In  accordance  with  Title  IB  of  Pub.  L. 
95-344<  92  Stat.  477, 16  U.S.C.  Sec.  2301 
et  seq.  (1978),  the  National  Park  Service 
announces  its  intent  to  formulate  a 
public  transportation  plan  for  Valley 
Forge  National  Historical  Park. 

"  The  Congress,  through  Pub.  L  95-344. 
expressed  a  desire  that  units  of  the 
National  Park  System  be  made  more 
accessible  by  encouraging  the  use  of 
transportation  modes  other  than 
personal  motor  vehicles.  It  also  found 
that  many  urbcin  residents  in 
metropolitan  areas  near  units  of  the 
National  Paric  System  do  not  have  the 
private  motor  vehicles  to  avail 
themselves  of  recreational  opportunities 
in  such  units. 

Accordingly,  the  Service  will  hold  two 
public  meetings  to  receive  citizen 
opinions  and  comments  on  the 
Superintendent’s  initial  thoughts 
regarding  increased  accessibility  to 
Valley  Forge  National  Historical  Park 
for  citizens  near  and  within  the 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  metropolitan  area.  It  is 
proposed  to  extend  an  existing  bus  route 
to  provide  service  fit)m  city  center 
Philadelphia  to  Valley  Forge  National 
Historical  Park.  Suggestions  of  other 
proposals  will  be  welcome.  The  first 
*  meeting  will  serve  to  explain  and 
receive  comment  on  this  initial 
perspective  and  the  general  direction 
proposed  for  a  trial  project  The  second 
meeting  will  serve  to  explain  the 
complete  details  of  any  trial  project 
finalized  as  a  direct  result  of  the  first 
meeting. 

The  meetings  will  be  held  as  follows: 
Meeting  One 

Wednesday,  July  25, 1979, 1:30  p.m.— Park 

Headquarters,  Valley  Forge  National 

Historical  Park,  Valley  Forge,  Pa.  19481. 

Meeting  Two 

Wednesday,  August  1, 1979, 1:30  p.m.— Park 

Headquarters. 

Persons  desiring  further  information 
about  the  meeting  should  call  the 
SuperintendenL  Valley  Forge  National 
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Histrocial  Park,  VaHey  Fbrge,  Pa.  19481 
(215-783-7700). 

Richard  L  Stanton, 

Regional  Directoti.  Mid-Atkwtic  Begfoa. 
National  Park  Service. 

|FR  Doc  7»-19602  FOad  6-21-79;  6:45  am) 
eaXJNO  CODE  4310-70-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Adminlatratlon 

Job  Corps;  Proposed  Job  Corps^ 
Center,  DonakMon,  fncL;  DeCerminatfon 
of  Neg^rtlve  Environmenfal  Impact 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Labor. 

ACnOM:  NoticeJ^inding  o£  Negative 
Environmental  Impact. 

summary:  Hie  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  announce  a  determination  by  the 

Department  under  die  National  _ 

Environmental  Balicy  Act  and  49  GFR 
Part  1500  diet  the  estaUishment  of  a  fob 
Corps  center  at  the  Rvine  Heart 
Seminary,  Donaldson,  Indiana,  does  not 
constitute  amafor  Fc^ral  action  whx^ 
will  significantly  affect  the  environmenL 
ran  RiRTHER  MFORaMnsoN:  Contact 
Raymond  E.  Young.  Director,  Office  of 
fob  Corps  and  Young  Adult 
ConservadoB  Corps,  Room  6100^  Patrick 
Henry  Biddtnf.  601 D  Street,  NW^ 
WashingtoB.  IXC  20213.  telephone  (202) 
376-6995. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INPtMMATIOM:  THle  IV, 
Part  B  of  the  CanqirehensiTe 
Employment  and  Trahung  Act  (CETA). 
as  amended.  29  U.S.C  923  et  aeq^ 
directs  the  Secretary  of  Labor  tn 
establish  Job  Corps  centers  to  provide 
occupational  training  to- disadvantaged 
youths  ages  16  through  21.  The 
regulations  governing  the  Job  Corps 
program  are  published  at  29  CFR  Part 
97a.  Pursuant  to  his  authority,  the 
Secretary  is  planning  to  establish  a  Job 
Corps  center  at  the  Divine  Heart 
Seminary  provided  an  agreement  can  be 
reached  on  acquisition  of  the  facdities. 

Pursuant  to  40  CFR  Part  1500,  the 
Department  of  Labor  conducted  an 
environmental  assessment  as  part  of  a 
site  utilization  study  and  has  determined 
that  preparation  of  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  since 
the  establishment  of  this  Job  Corps 
center  is  not  a  major  Fed»al  action 
which  will  significantly  affect  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
widitn  die  meaning  of  40  CFR 
§  1500.6(c).  The  proposed  fob  Corps 
center  wfl)  be  a  trmning  center  with 
residential  and  educational  facilities  for 


approximately  300  dnadvaiitaged  youth, 
men  and  women,  ages  18  throng  21. 
who  need  and  can  benefit  from 
intensive  es^iloyineat^lated  services. 
The  function  of  the  ce^er  and  the  staff 
of  approximately  100  will  be  to  provide 
skill  training  in  selected  vocational 
courses  and  continuing  and/or  remedial 
education  in  academic  subfirets. 

The  proposed  use  of  the  facility  is 
intended  for  essentially  the  same 
purpose  as  used  by  the  psevious 
occupant,  specifically,  residential  living 
and  educatioB. 

The  center  will  be  a  seff-contained 
facility  located  in  Donaldson,  Marshall 
County,  Indiana,  approximately  ten 
miles  west  of  Pfymouth.  hidiana,  on 
Highway  30.  The  site  wirveyed  for  use 
by  fob  Corps  consists  of  nine  buildmgs 
on  331  acres  of  hmd. 

Potable  water  for  the  facility  is 
obtained  hum  two  on-site  wells  with 
pumps  and  treatment  facffities  located 
in  the  main  boiler  room. 

Sanitary  sewage  dfisposal  is  provided 
by  a  facifity-own^  sanitary  sewer 
system  and  water  treatment  plant.  The 
system  is  an  aeration  packaged 
treatment  plant  with  a  XlOtOOO  gallon 
stabilization  pond. 

Storm  water  disposaf  is  via  a  storm 
sewer  sjrstem  which  disdiarges  into  a 
creek  on  tiie  soath  side  of  tite  site  and 
into  a  pond  on  the  north  side  of  the  site. 

Natural  gas  service  and  electricity  is 
provided  to  tiie  Eacdity  by  tiie  Nor^rn 
Indimia  PoUic  Service  Company. 

The  profXMed  Job  Corps  center  will  be 
operated  in  compliance  with  the  Job 
Corps  Bavirornnsital  Standards 
published  at  29  CFR  97a.ll6,  and  with 
apidic{d)le  FederaL  State  and  local 
regulations  concerning  mivironmental 
health. 

The  proposed  fob  Corps  centm  will 
comply  with  the  water  quality  and 
related  standards  of  the  &ate  and  local 
Government  and  with  die  standards 
established  pursuant  to  tiie  Federal 
Water  PoUuiioa  Coatrol  Act  33  ILSkC 
1251  et  8eq.t  with  Executive  Order  11752. 
and  with  regutatioaa  and  guideliiies  of 
the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency. 

The  center  installation  will  be 
designed,  operated,  and  ssaintained  so 
as  to  conform  to  Federal  air  quality 
standards,  including  those  found  in 
Executive  Order  11752. 

My  determination  is  that  the 
establishment  and  operation  of  the 
center  will  have  no  adverse  impact  upon 
traffic,  transportation  qrstems, 
pedestrian  or  vehkular  congestion, 
police  protection  services,  fire 
protection  services.  pnUic  safety,  legal 
services,  or  upon  tha  aestiietics  or 


residential  quality  of  the  nearby  area.  I 
further  determine  that  the  establishment 
and  operation  of  the  center  wiD  have  no 
adverse  effects  upon  ecological  systems, 
population  distribution,  air  or  water 
pcrflution.  municipal  services,  or  health 
or  life  support  systems.  Accordingly,  t 
hereby  determine  that  the  estabtis^ent 
of  such  Job  Corps  center  will  not  have  a 
sigpificMt  adverse  inqpaet  upon  the 
quality  of  the  human  enviroiunent  of  the 
nearby  area. 

The  Job  Corps  center  will  be  operated 
with  the  paas-leave  procedures  required 
by  Job  Corps  Regulations  and 
operational  procedures.  1  find  that  in 
light  of  the  enrollment  level  and 
utilization  of  the  pass-leave  procedures, 
that  congestion  in  the  area  will  not 
increase. 

Tliere  will  be  no  material  impact  tqion 
transportation  or  traffic  within  the  area. 

It  is  further  determined  that  the 
establishment  and  operation  of  the 
center  is  not  likely  to  have  a  significant 
adverse  impact  upon  use  of  pofice 
services  or  the  public  safety.  Adequate 
provisions  are  planned  to  carefully 
screen  prospective  enroilees  so  as  to 
minimize  the  possibility  of  discipHnary 
problems  or  center  related  public  saf^ 
problems. 

Adequate  staffing  personnel  and 
protection  will  be  provided  at  tiie 
Donaldson  Job  Corps  Center  m 
accordance  with  Job  Corps’  operating 
procedures  and  regufatiom. 

I  further  find  that  fire  protection 
services  in  the  area  will  not  be 
adversely  affected  and  that  systems  in 
the  facitities  will  be  up^-aded  to  fiirther 
reduce  risk  of  fire  from  the  present  risk 
level. 

Additionally.  local  health  services 
will  not  be  adversely  affected  because 
basic  dental,  medical  and  other  health 
related  services  will  be  provided  on  site 
with  Job  Corps'  own  facilities  and 
personnel. 

In  conclusion,  it  is  my  determination, 
after  careful  review  mid  consideration 
of  the  nature  of  Job  Corps’  proposed 
actioiL  in  li^t  of  Job  Cbrpe*'  purposes, 
objectives  and  operational  procedures, 
that  the  impact  upon  tiie  surrounding 
cammunity  of  the  estabtishment  of 
center  at  tiie  site  wift  not  be  si^ficant. 

It  is  my  careful  determtaation  that  tiie 
environmental  assessment  conducted  by 
the  Department  of  L^xur,  pumaiit  to  40 
CFR  Part  1500,  clearly  indicates  tiiat 
preparation  of  aa  emiroiHnental  impact 
statement  is  not  required  since  the 
estabtishment  of  the  fd>  Coqis  easier  is 
not  a  major  Fledend  action  which  will 
significantly  affect  tha  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  tte  meaning 
of  40  CFR  (150018(14. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th  day 
of  May  1979. 

Raymond  E.  Young. 

Director.  Office  of  fob  Corps  and  Young  Adult 
Conservation  Corps, 

|FR  Doc.  79-19234  Filed  S-21-79;  8:45  am] 

SILUNO  CODE  4S10-30-M 


Federal  Advisory  CouncH  on 
Unemployment  Insurance;  Meeting 
Agenda 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  May  18, 

1979,  at  44  FR  98  there  was  published 
notice  of  a  meeting  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Coimcil  on  Unemployment 
Insurance  to  be  held  in  Room  S-4215  AB 
&  C,  Main  Labor  Building,  located  at  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C..  on  June  26-27, 1979.  In  this  notice  it 
was  stated  that  an  agenda  would  be 
published  prior  to  the  meeting.  The 
agenda  is  as  follows: 

Agenda — June  26-27, 1979 
Room  S-4215  AB  &  C,  Main  Labor  Building. 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 

Washington,  D.C. 

fune  26 

8:30  a.m. — Welcome  and  Remarks,  William 
U.  Norwood,  Chairman 
9:15  a.m. — Update  on  Current  U1  Activities. 

Robert  B.  Awards,  UI  Administrator 
10:30  a.m. — Coffee  Break  . 

10:45  a.m. — Proposed  Revision  of  Extended 
Benefits  Trigger 
11:45  a.m. — Lunch 

I  p.m. — Comparison  of  NCUC  Interim 
Recommendations  and  FAC-UI 
Resolutions  including  a  Reconsideration  of 
FSB  &  EB  Funding 

3  p.m. — Coffee  Break 

3:15  p.m. — FSB  &  EB  Funding  (continued) 

3:45  p.m. — Current  Policy  Positions  of  the- 
Interstate  Conference  of  Employment 
Security  Agencies,  William  Heartwell,  Jr.. 
Executive  Vice  President,  ICESA 

4  p.m. — Taxing  Ul  Benefits 

5  p.m. — Adjournment 

fune  27 

8:30  a.m. — Reducing  UI  Benefits  by  Pension 
amount  received 
9:45  a.m. — Coffee  Break 
10  a.m. — Currently  Pertinent  Items  of  Ul 
Program  Administration,  Robert  B. 
Edwards,  UI  Administrator 

II  a.m. — Plans  for  next  meeting  of  Council 
and  any  remaining  Council  business 

12  noon — Adjournment 
Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th  day 
of  June  1979. 

Ernest  G.  Green,' 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Employment  and 
Training 

|FR  Oo&  79-19542  Filed  S-21-79;  845  em] 

BIUINQ  CODE  4S10-30-M 


Youth  Programs  Under  the 
Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act;  AHocadons 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Labor. 
action:  Final  allegations. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  document 
is  to  publish  prime  spo.  lor  allocations 
for  implementati>m  of  '  .Summer  Youth 
Employment  Progrr..  •.  (SiTP). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  I  'n-  j  JC,  1379. 

FOR  FURTHER  INPi  VtA.ION  CONTACT: 
Robert  Taggart.  Ac'-'';mstrator,  Office  of 
Youth  Programs,  U.Ft.  Department  of 
Labor,  601  D  Street  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20213,  202/376-2846. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  These 
alloca'tions  are  issued  to  provide  for  full 
implementtion  of  the  FY 1979  SYEP.  The 
listing  below  sets  forth  the  prime 
sponsor  allocations. 
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U.S.  OEPARTHENT  OF 

LABOR 

-  EMPLOYMENT 

AND  TRAINING  ADMINISTRATION 

OFFICE 

:  OP  ADMINISTRATION 

AND 

MANAGEMENT 

FY  7S 

SUMMER  YOUTH 

PROGRAM 

S/U/7R 

MEW  OBLICATIONAL 

* 

AUTHORITY 

' 

CARRY- IN 

TOTAL 

DRIOCEPORT  CONSORTIUH 

1,41S,C73 

181,978 

1,400.451 

HARTFORD  CONSORTIUH 

i,eoi,ss7 

121,433 

1,922,990 

'  NEM  HAVEN  CONSORTIUM 

1.4S8,091 

1 

1,458,092 

STAMFORD  CONSORTIUH 

S45,S43 

28,381 

573,924 

WATERDURY  CITY 

SIB.BDS 

4,988 

523,853 

BALANCE  OF  CONNECTICUT 

3.2D4,BS9 

1,004,407 

4,271,244 

CONNECTICUT 

9,007,S8S 

1,343,188 

10,350.774 

* 

PENOBSCOT/HANCOCK  CSRT 

'  S67,130 

7,121 

574,251 

CUMBERLAND  COUNTY 

406,801 

8,024 

414,827 

,  - 

BALANCE  OF  MAINE 

1.931,490 

128,404 

2,040,174 

KENNEBECR  COUNTY 

289,180 

14,521 

303,701 

’#3 

YORK  COUNTY 

241,041 

30,111 

291,172 

MAINE 

3,4&S.842 

188,245 

3,844.127 

BOSION  CITY 

3,4S7,887 

0 

3,457,887 

EHHPDA  CONSORTIUM 

1,134,313 

120,921 

1,257,234 

NEW  BEDFORD  CONSORTIUM 

822,873 

0 

822,873 

HAMPDEN  COUNTY  CONSORTIUM 
WORCESTER  CONSORTIUM 

1,463,300 

887,543 

110,028 

100,143 

1,773,328 

907,706 

■■-.v'Vr;- 

LOWELL  CONSORTIUM 

791,800 

54,647 

844,447 

• 

BROCKTON  CONSORTIUM 

493,025 

41,778 

734,003 

:  -  -4 

FALL  RIVER  CSRT 

870,835 

600 

871,515 

BALANCE  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 

9,924,721 

1,111,358 

'  11,034,079 

MASSACHUSETTS 

20,248,297 

1,539,595 

21,787,892 

ROCKINGliAH/STRAFFORD  CSRT 

512,401 

49,234 

.  561,835 

HILLSBOROUGH  COUNTY 

594,866 

0 

594,064 

■ 

BALANCE  OF  NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

831,098 

60,492 

891,590 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

1,938,565 

109,724 

2,048.291 

PROVIDENCE  CITY 

1,104,855 

45,847 

1,150,722 

BALANCE  OP  RHODE  ISLAND 

.  2.363,948 

410,414 

2,974,362 

‘4k 

RHODE  ISLAND 

3,468,803 

454,281 

4,125,004 

'W 

STATE  OF  VERMONT 

1,561,422 

. 

164,388 

1,725.810 

VERMONT 

1,561,422 

164,388 

1,725,810 

REGION  I 

39,880,537 

4,001,443 

43,881,980 

ATLANTIC  COUNTY 

697,424 

-  91,971 

789,395 

* 

BERGEN  COUNTY 

932,712 

343,065 

1,275,777 

BURLINGTON  COUNTY 

468,955 

144,144  ■ 

835,101 

BAL  OF  CAMDEN  COUNTY 

1,159,654 

0 

1,159,454 

■ 

CAMDEN  CITY 

582;303 

37,702 

420,005 

CUMBERLAND  COUNTY 

433,004 

19,178 

452.184 

ELIZABETH  CITY 

394,243 

75,030 

469,273 

BAL  OF  ESSEX  COUNTY 

1,254,390 

77,440 

■  1,333,830 

'  •- 

GLOUCESTER  COUNTY 

441,179 

20,345 

441,544 

HUDSON  COUNTY  CSRT 

2,847,069 

104,055 

2,952,724 

BAL  OP  MERCER  COUNTY 

445.074 

17,529 

442,403 

MIDDLESEX  COUNTY 

1,444,764 

115,390 

1,780,154 

MONMOUTH  COUNTY 

1|205,622 

21,342 

.1,304,984 

MORRIS  COUNTY 

545,171 

107,430 

472,801 

' 

NEWARK  CITY 

4,594,825 

0 

4,594,825 

■  ' 

OCEAN  COUNTY 

432.850 

188.448 

421,518 

BAL  OF  PASSAIC  COUNTY 

948,223 

47,452 

1,015,875 

..  ."n'  . 

PATERSON  CITY 

827,414 

33,814 

841,432 

SOMERSET  COUNTY 

250,461 

20,447 

278,914 

TRENTON  CITY 

400,281 

91,124 

491,408 

X  _• 

BAL  op  UNION  COUNTY, 

699,781 

.  139,701 

839,482 

• 

•BALANCE  OP  NEW  JERSEY 

976,894 

220,937 

1,197,831 

NEW  JERSEY 

22,525,301 

1,948,008 

24,473,314 

'' 

ALBANY  CITY 

453,481 

0  • 

453,488 

BAL  OP  ALBANY  COUNTY 

277,91ii 

0 

277,914 

BROOME  COUNTY 

547,13(> 

75,185 

422,321 

BUFFALO  CITY 

2,252,707 

54,072 

2,304.779 

CHAUTAUQUA  CONSORTIUM 

802,744 

12,984 

895,730 

CHEMUNG  COUNTY 

298,614 

58,187 

354,803 

DUTCHESS  COUNTY 

453,880 

0 

453,880 

ERIE  CONSORTIUM 

998,083 

55,932 

1,054,015 

HEMPSTCAD/LONG  BEACH  CSRT 

1,138,169 

132,409 

1,270.578 

ROCHESTER  CITY 

900,334 

99,563 

1,007,897 

BALANCE  OP  MONROE  COUNTY 

344,293 

58.101 

402,394 

DAL  OP  NASSAU  COUNTY  CSRT 

828,052 

54,091 

682^943 

V 

' 
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U.S.  OCPARl-HENT  OF 

LABOR  -  CNPLOVNENT  AND 

TRAINING  ADMINISTRATION 

OFFICe 

:  OF  AONINISTRATIOM  AND 

MANAGEMENT 

FY  19  SUMNER  YOUTH  PROGRAM 

5/1B/T9 

NEW  OBLICATIONAL 

AUTHORITY 

CARRY- IN 

TOTAL 

- 

NIAGARA  COUNTY 

BIS, 324 

175,165 

793,489 

ONEIDA  COUNTY 

BOB. 165 

90,108 

898,273 

BAL  OF  ONONDAGA  COUNTY 

466,027 

35,000 

501,027 

ORANGE  COUNTY 

293,1B7 

95,107 

388,494  ' 

OSWEGO  COUNTY 

348,264 

10,277 

358,541 

RCNSSCGAER  COUNTY 

350,332 

40,561 

390.893 

ROCKLAND  COUNTY 

237,602 

88,280 

325,882 

ST.  LAWRENCE  COUNTY 

321,457 

’  48,626 

370.083 

SARATOGA  COUNTY 

362,047 

54- 

'  362,101 

SaiENECTADY  COUNTY 

269 ,066 

50,693 

319,759 

STEUBEN  COUNTY 

304 .569 

14,276 

318,845 

SUFFOLK  CONbORTlUN 

2.340,576 

1,882 

2,342,458 

SYRACUSE  CITY 

614,411 

140,962 

755,373 

ULSTER  COUNTY 

279,904 

476 

280, 38J 

WESraiESTER  CONSORTIUM 

1,446,086 

365,747 

1,812,631 

YONKERS  CITY 

545,178 

32,782 

577,961 

■  BAt.ANCE  OF  NEW  YORK 

4.826,233 

576,744 

5,402,971 

NEW  YORK  CITY 

31,184,231 

2,114,612 

33,298,84  1 

NEW  YORK 

55,000,877 

4,481,878 

59,482,75  ■ 

BAYAHON  MUNICIPIO 

775.848 

39,049 

814,89 

CACUAS  HUNICIPIO 

703.469 

7,741 

711.211 

CAROLINA  MUNICIPIO 

668,292 

331 

668,62. 

MAYACUEZ  MUNICIPIO 

560,952 

0 

560.95; 

PONCE  MUNICIPIO 

998,614 

46,830 

1,045,444 

SAN  JUAN  CONSORTIUM 

2.691,459 

72,814 

2,764,273 

BALANCE  OF  PUERTO  RICO 

10,656,527 

0 

10,656,527 

PUERTO  RICO 

17,055,161 

166,765 

17,221,926 

VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

312,348 

45,080 

357,428 

vikiiN  Islands 

312,348 

45,080 

357,428 

* 

RBCICN  II 

94,893,694 

6,641,731 

101,535,425 

DELAWARE  MANPOWER  CSRT  ^ 

1,025,591 

158,051 

1,183,642 

NILMINGTON  CITY 

565,432 

697 

566,129 

DELAWARE  , 

1,591,023 

158,748 

1,749,771 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

6,154,830 

2,521,508 

8,676,338 

DIST  OF  COLUMBIA 

6,154,830 

2,521,508 

8,676,338 

BALANCE  OP  MARYLAND 

998.993 

154,081 

1.153,074 

BALTIMORE  CONSORTIUM 

6,709,106 

1,542 

6,710,648 

MONTGOMERY  COUNTY 

552,937 

100 

553,037 

PRINCE  GEORGES  COUNTY 

1.253,351 

46,600 

1,299,951 

WESTERN  MARYLAND  CSRT 

604,014 

101,891 

705,905 

MARYLAND 

10,118,401 

304,214 

10,422,615 

LEIUGII  VALLEY  CONSORTIUM 

629.383 

95,889 

725,272 

LANCASTER/LEBANON  CSRT 

460,813 

107,760 

568,573 

BUCKS  COUNTY 

534,301 

198.889 

733,191 

ai£::TCR  COUNTY 

477,789 

83,957 

561,74'i 

DEL/MARE  COUNTY 

988,847 

26,050 

1,014,897 

MONtGOMERY  COUNTY 

681,609 

175,604 

857,213 

.  PUILADELPHIA  CITY/COONTY 

6,181,690 

390,942 

6,572.632 

BERKS  COUNTY 

684 ,900 

42,122 

727,022 

BAL  OF  LACKAWANNA  COUNTY 

472,210 

16,708 

488,910 

SCRANTON  CITY 

354,017 

60,202 

414,219 

- 

LUZERNE  COUNTY 

1,326,758 

33,293 

1,360,051 

SCUUYLK I LL/CARBON  CSRT 

776,430 

20 

776,450 

ERIE  CITY 

436,286 

29,773 

466,059 

BAL  OF  ERIE  COUNTY 

352,319 

47,324 

399,643 

SAL  OF  ALLEGHENY  COUNTY 

2,538,349 

24,046 

2.563,195 

PITTSBURGH  CITY 

3,055,926 

378,268 

3,434,194 

- 

BEAVER  COUNTY 

276,780 

226/943 

503,723 

WASHINGTON  COUNTY 

547,915 

21,720 

569,635 

WESTMORELAND  COUNTY 

722,694 

99,724 

822,418 

TRI-COUNTY  CONSORTIUM 

720,292 

22,136 

742,420 

FAYCTTE  COUNTY 

562,218 

64,316 

626,534 

LAWRENCE  COUNTY 

184,471 

171,572 

356,043 

MERCER  COUNTY  CONSORTIUM 

1,049,150 

102,256 

1,151,806 

SOUTHERN  ALLEGANY  CSRT 

1,398,036 

118,280 

1,516,316 

SUSUUEHANNA  CONSORTIUM 

712.650 

204,053 

916,703 

YORK  COUNTY 

267,226 

50,244 

317,470 

LTCOMING  CONSORTIUM 

543.991 

1,586 

545,577 

FRANKLIN  COUNTY 

206,605 

45,252 

251,857 

BALANCE  OP  PENNSYLVANIA 

2,608,136 

268.354 

2,876,490 

CENTRE  COUNTY 

300.611 

\ 

9,368 

109,979 

* 
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U.S.  OEPARTNeNT  Of  LABOR  -  GHPLOYNENT  AND  TRAINING  AONINI STRATI ON 


OPPICE 

OP  ADMINISTRATION  AND 

MANAGEMENT 

PY  7*  SUMMER  YOUTH  PROGRAM 

5/l*/7t 

NEW  OBLIGATIONAL 

AUTHORITY 

CARRY- IN 

TOTAL 

NORTIIUMDERIANO  COUNTY 

428,172 

24,603 

452,775 

PENNSYLVANIA 

30,480,S74 

3,142,054 

33,622,628 

PENINSULA  CONSORTIUM 

797,617 

'  103,752 

901,369 

STAMA  CONSORTIUM 

1,924,274 

246,484 

•  2,170,758 

RAMPS  CONSORTIUM 

1,191,991 

125,194 

1,317,185 

CIIESTERFIELO/IIENRICO  CSRT 

122,84S 

113,791 

236,636 

HOANOKE  CONSORTIUM 

443,560 

163,208 

606,768 

ARLINGTON  COUNTY 

304,210 

117,102 

421,312 

NORTHERN  VA  MANPOWER  CSRT 

445,682 

209,919 

655,601 

PRINCE  WILLIAM  COUNTY 

200,542 

731 

201,273 

ALEXANDRIA  CITY 

248,538 

3,521 

252,059 

BALANCE  OP  VIRGINIA 

5,716,745 

1,093,153 

6,809,098 

VIRGINIA 

11,396,004 

2,176,855 

13,572,059 

WEST  VIRGINIA  STATEWIDE 

6,266,322 

511,918 

6,778,240 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

6,266,322 

511,918 

6,778,240 

REGION  III 

66,007,154 

8,815,297 

74,022,451 

BALANCE  OP  ALABAMA 

6,710,904 

371,946 

7,082,850 

BIRNINGHAN  CONSORTIUM 

1,916,515 

61,845 

1,978,360 

HUNTSVILLE  CONSORTIUM 

538,857 

19,303 

558,160 

MOBILE  CONSORTIUM 

1,082,966 

124,220 

1,207,186 

MONTGOMERY  CONSORTIUM 

902,586 

*  3,793 

906,379 

TUSCALOOSA  COUNTY 

326,893 

18,274 

345,167 

ALABAMA 

*  11,478,721 

599,381 

12,078,102 

BALANCE  OP  FLORIDA 

3,316,146 

570,172 

3,886,318 

ALACHUA  COUNTY 

298,513 

53,898 

352,411 

BREVARD  COUNTY 

908,208 

16,953 

925,161 

BROWARD  CONSORTIUM 

2,163,609 

513,021 

2,676,630 

MIAHI/DADE  CONSORTIUM  . 

4,750,099 

1,291,384 

6,041,483 

ESCAMBIA  COUNTY 

626,819 

40,066 

666,885 

HEARTLAND  NANPOWERCSRT 

1,153,174 

212,420 

1,365,594 

LEE  COUNTY 

192,800 

27,872 

220,672 

LEON/CADS EN  CONSORTIUM 

543,571 

10,368 

553,939 

NE  FLORIDA  MANPOWER  CSRT 

1,801,571 

52,249 

1,853,820 

OKALOOSA  COUNTY 

281,046 

22,290 

303,336 

ORANGE  CNTY/ORLANDO  CSRT 

940,965 

112,975 

1,053,940 

MANATEE  COUNTY 

351,664 

94,105 

445,769 

MARION  COUNTY 

307,780 

0 

307,780 

PALM  BEACH  COUNTY 

1,084,635 

82,787  . 

1,167,422 

PASCO  COUNTY 

155,470 

S8,252  . 

213,722 

SEMINOLE  COUNTY 

355,127 

95,640 

,  450,767 

ST.  PETERSBURG  CONSORTIUM 

1,498,916 

158,575 

1,657,491 

SARASOTA  COUNTY 

193,791 

27,493 

221,284 

TAMPA  CONSORTIUM 

2,171,513 

110,235 

2,281,748 

VOLUSIA  COUNTY 

682,524 

87,985 

.  770,509 

FLORIDA 

23,777,941 

3,638,740 

27,416,681 

BALANCE  OP  GEORGIA 

7,535,934 

1,048,486 

8,504,420 

CSRA  CONSONTMNI 

952,615 

13,321 

965,936 

ATLANTA  CITT 

1,996,523 

546,599 

2,543,122 

CLAYTON  CUBWfT 

239,534 

55,514 

295,048 

COBB  COUNTT 

525,455 

120,834 

646,289 

COLUMBUS  ARCB  CONSORTIUM 

876,577 

5,383 

881,960 

BAL  OP  DEHALN  COUNTY 

655,265 

262,196 

917,461 

BAL  OF  PULTON  COUNTY 

327,238 

114,177 

441,415 

■IB  GEORGIA  OONSORTIUN 

821,809 

12,984 

834,793 

BRNAMMAM/aiAlBAM  CSRT 

507,355 

33,317 

540,672 

GMINNETT  CUUNYT 

184,713 

18,745 

203,458 

PBORGIA 

14,623,018 

2,231,556 

16,854,574 

BLUE  GRASS  MANPOWER  CSRT 

764,303 

51,600 

815,903 

UNIISVILLE/JBPPCRSON  CSRT 

1,664,974 

485,856 

<  2,150,830 

KENTON  COUNTY 

240,431 

114,274 

354,705 

BALANCE  OP  KENTUCKY 

5,002,124 

213,237 

5,215,361 

BASTERN  KEN.  BURAL  CEP 

1,888,565 

226,183 

2,114,748 

KENTUCKY 

9,560,397 

1,091,150 

10,651,547 

BALANCE  OP  MISSISSIPPI 

6,914,124 

656,467 

7,570,591 

JACKSON  CONSORTIUM 

722,380 

65,409 

787,789 

HARRISON  COUNTY 

339,988  , 

46,941 

386,929 

MISSISSIPPI 

7,976,492 

768,017 

.  8,745,309 
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OFFICE  OF 

ADMINISTRATION 

AND 

MANAGEMENT 

FY 

79  SUMMER  YOUTH 

PROGRAM 

5/16/79 

NEW  OBLIGATIONAL 

AUTHORITY 

CARRY- IN 

TOTAL 

BALANCE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 

11,169,269 

854,465 

.  12,023,734 

ALAMANCE  COUNTY 

342, 73S 

22,831 

365,569 

BUNCOMBE  COUNTY  . 

530,037 

27,091 

557,128 

CUMBERLAND  COUNTY 

954,445 

22,601 

977,046 

CHARLOTTE  CITY 

490,719 

286,409 

777,128 

DURHAM  CITY 

343,417 

23,497 

366,914 

GASTON  COUNTY 

290,340 

28,936 

319,276 

TIREENSBORO  CONSORTtON 

505,583 

140,078 

725,661 

ONSLON  COUNTY 

171,468 

21,912 

193,380 

RALEIGH  CONSORTIUrt 

730,604 

176,150 

906,754 

ROBESON  COUNTY 

289,475 

125,012 

414,487 

BAL  OF  HAKE  COUNTY 

184, 3i2 

78,401 

262,713 

NINSTON  SALEM  CONSORTllM 

457,982 

99,091 

557,073 

DAVIDSON  COUNTY 

196,272 

129,428 

325,700 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

16,736,661 

2,035,902 

18,772,563 

S.  CAROLINA  STATE. CSRT 

8,912,941. 

703,114 

9,616,055 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

8,912,941 

703,114 

9,616,055 

BALANCE  OF  TENNESSEE 

7,953,471 

852,609 

8,006,080 

CHATTANOOGA  CITY 

439,332 

26,319 

465,651 

MEMPHIS  CONSORTIUM 

2,172,656 

159,200 

2,331,856 

BAL  OF  HAMILTON  COUNTY 

322,396 

54,363 

376,759 

RNOXVILLE  CONSORTIUM 

959,266 

1 

959,267 

NASIIV I LLE/DAVI DSONCOUNTY 

1,383,648 

9 

1,383,648 

SULLIVAN  COMPTY 

348,813 

19,279  y 

'  368,092 

TBINIBSSBB 

13,579,582 

1,111,771 

14,691,353 

REGION  IV 

106,645,753 

12,180,431 

118,826,184 

CHICAGO  CITY 

24,589,409 

914,845 

25,504,254 

BAL  OF  COOE  COUNTY 

1,635,914 

1,821,053 

.  3,456,967 

DUPAGE  COUNTY 

216,945 

205,400 

422,345 

KANE  COUNTY  CSRT 

406,361 

48,285 

454,646 

LAKE  COUNTY 

315,524 

*  223,582 

539,106 

MACON  COUNTY 

328,983 

7,273 

336,256 

MC  HENRY  COUNTY 

87,465 

57,569 

145,034 

ROCK  ISLAND  COUNTY 

241,078 

0 

241,078 

TAZEWELL  COUNTY 

106,402 

32,272  ’ 

138,674 

LA  SALLE  COUNTY 

122,312' 

20,855 

143,167 

ROCKFORD  CONSORTIUM 

348,177 

96,803 

444,980 

CHAMPAIGN  CONSORTIUM 

237,183 

121,079 

1  358,262 

NI LL/GRUNDY  CONSORTIUM 

491,129 

8,590 

499,719 

SANGAHUN/CASS  CSRT 

344,869 

45,494 

390,363 

MADISON  COUNTY  CONSORTIUM 

745,937 

78,782 

824,719 

ST.  CLAIR  CONSORTIUM 

843,495 

265,237 

1,108,732 

PEORIA  CONSORTIUM 

382,674 

38,503 

421,177 

SIIANNEE  CONSORTIUM 

354,168 

0 

354,168 

BALANCE  OF  ILLINOIS 

3,441,804 

380,875 

3,822,679 

HC  LEAN  COUNTY 

95,737 

15,617 

111,354 

ILLINOIS 

35,335,566 

4,382,114 

39,717,600 

.GARY  CITY 

2,886,548 

680,452 

3,567,000 

HAMMOND  CITY 

206,517 

25,980 

312,497 

BAL  OF  LAKE  COUNTY 

524,361 

226,686 

751,047 

ELKHART  COUNTY 

194,617 

115,677 

310,294 

SOUTH  BEND  CITY 

681,073 

14,585 

695,658 

BAL  OF  ST.  JOSEPH  COUNTY 

152,856 

50,774 

203,630 

TIPPECANOE  COUNTY 

197,919 

46,222 

244,141 

MADISON  COUNTY 

268,047 

114,331 

382,378 

VIGO  COUNTY 

226,928 

102,515 

329,443 

INDIANAPOLIS  CITY 

1,636,099 

665,346 

2,301,445 

LA  PORTE  COUNTY 

228,230 

35,739 

263.969 

FT.  WAYNE  CONSORTIUM 

612,991 

668,825 

1,281,816 

DCLAWARE/BEMCR  FORDCSRT 

340,826 

48,181 

389,007 

SOUTHWCSTESH  CONSORTIUM 

1,053,021 

85,650 

1,138,671 

BALANCE  OP  INDIANA 

4,699,852 

822,550 

5.522,410 

INDIANA 

13,989,885 

3,703,521 

17,693.406 

BALANCE  OF  HfCUIGAN 

4,045,154 

859,863 

5.705,017 

FLINT/CHNESSEB  CONSORTIUM 

1,482,477 

250,219 

1,732.696 

LANSING  CONSORTIUM 

1,057,254 

155,410 

1,212,664 

REGION  II  CONSORTIUM 

832,488 

145,676 

978,164 

GRAND  RAPIDS  CONSORTIUM 

1,659,799 

201,753 

1,861,552 

NUSKECON^OCSANA  CSRT 

623,924 

101,757 

725.681 

TT 
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U.S.  OEPARTNEMT  OP  LABOR  -  ENPLOYNENT  AND  TRAINING  AOHINISTRATION 


OPPICE 

OP  ADMINISTRATION 

AND  HANACEMENT 

PY  79  SUMMER  YOOn 

PROGRAM 

5/W/7* 

NEW  OBLIGATIONAL 

AUTHORITY 

CARRY- IN 

TOTAL 

DEARBORN  CITY 

95,153 

90,270 

155,423 

DCTROIT  CITY 

7,537,979 

9 

7,537,579 

LIVONIA  CITY 

72,937 

41,191 

113,999 

NARREN  CITY 

293,199 

130,105 

323,274 

BAY  COUNTY 

399,031 

• 

92,097 

411 ,999 

BERRIEN  CONNTY 

470,775 

209,497 

977,242 

CALHOUN  COUNTY 

429,442 

93,093 

4*2,535 

KALAMAZOO  COUNTY 

.  409,574 

92,542 

579,119 

BAL  OF  MACOMB  COUNTY 

997,309 

421,991 

1,299,397 

MONROE  COUNTY 

292,201 

91,139 

343,340 

OAKLAND  COUNTY 

1,011,792 

1,317,294 

2.329A>59 

OTTANA  COUNTY 

299,199 

25,925 

324,7*1, 

SAGINAW  COUNTY 

950,000 

1,999 

951,999 

ST.'  CLAIR  COUNTY 

473,912 

50,335 

524,247 

BAL  OF  WAYNE  COUNTY 

2,495,071 

225,382 

2,990,453 

ANN  ARBOR  CITY 

191,419 

59,711 

251,127 

BAL  OF  WASHTENAW  COUNTY 

299,372 

252,023 

540,395 

NICNICAN 

29,954,971 

4,009,911 

31,491,592 

DAKOTA  COUNTY 

IT9,505 

141 

179,949 

BAL  OF  RAMSEY  COUNTY 

195,190 

20,907 

109,097 

ST.  PAUL  CITY 

917,297 

139,039 

954,115 

QUAD  COUNTIES  CSRT 

399,010 

75,993 

471,993 

REGION  III  CONSORTIUM 

904.910 

2,412 

907,322 

DULUTH  CITY 

299,714 

30.955 

327,999 

BALANCE  OP  MINNESOTA 

2,495,303 

233,400 

2,990,703 

MINNESOTA  RURAL  CEP 

1,190.599 

97.295 

1,227,994 

BAL  OF  HENNEPIN  COUNTY 

477,109 

115,453 

592.592 

MINNEAPOLIS  CITY 

1,029,205 

527,819 

1,554,104 

MINNESOTA 

7,595,092 

1,211,203 

9,797,095 

CINCINNATI  CITY 

537,029 

1,573,589 

2,111,415 

BUTLER  COBMTY 

509,159 

129,045 

938.204 

CLANK  comm 

433,090 

22,499 

455,559 

BAL  or  IIAfYILTON  COUNTY 

412,191 

153,940 

599,101 

LORAIN  COBMTY 

590,599 

127,949 

729,547 

AKRON  CONSORTIUM 

.  1,419,540 

194,290 

1,913,930 

CANTON  COHBORTIUN 

979,452 

107,743 

994,195 

CLEVELAND  CONSORTIUM 

9,042.247 

501,784 

*  9,544,031 

COLUMBUS  OOMSORTIUN  . 

1,990.599 

285,990  ^ 

2,149,559 

CBMTRAL  OMIO  RURALCSRT 

•  475,442 

99,240 

591.992 

TOLSDCF  CONSORTIUM 

1,519,143 

205,498 

1,721,941 

MOR1M  EAST  OHIO  MANPOWER 

2.093,127 

59,337 

2,149.494 

BALANCE  (IF  (NIIO 

9,797,959 

798,895 

7.599,723 

ALLEN  COUMOR 

344.492 

47,991 

392,453 

GREENE  COUNTY 

119,539 

1,430 

120.999 

CLERHONT/WARBSN  CSRT 

439,775 

92,411 

501 ,209 

PORTAGE  COUNTY 

159,140 

52,579 

211,719 

RICHLAND/MORROW  CSRT 

420.293 

113,791 

534,024 

SCIOTO  COUNTY 

379,970 

« 

379,970 

LAKE  COUNTY 

255,257 

110,192 

395,449 

ASHTABULA  COUNTY 

294 ,097 

127,291 

422,150 

DAYTON  CITY 

1,090,357 

200,403 

1,290,790 

MONTCONERY/PRCBLE  CSRT 

215,577 

99,308 

314,805 

OHIO 

27,277,451 

5,059,089 

32,339,519 

OUTAGAMIE  COUNTY 

239,799 

379 

249,199 

ROCK  COUNTY 

244.477 

122,704 

397,101 

MILWAUKEE  COUNTY 

2,444,449 

335.819 

2,790,294 

MADISON/DANE  CONSORTIUM 

473,003 

123,895 

5*9,999 

HOW  CONSORTIUM 

430,725 

191,393 

912,999 

HINNE/FOND  CONSORTIUM 

302,141 

93,712 

395,953 

TRICO  CETAC 

979,229 

150,893 

939,121 

BALANCE  OF  WISCONSIN 

4,370,975 

40,401 

4,411,379 

WISCONSIN  NORTHWEST  CEP 

942,215 

004 

943,099 

MARATHON  COUNTY 

153,459 

114,132 

297,599 

WISCONSIN 

9,990,454 

1,142,150 

.  11,122,994 

REGION  V 

120,924,199 

20,304,997 

141,129,979 

CENTRAL  ARKANSAS  CSRT 

1,193,291 

107,347 

1,270«928 

TEXARKANA  CUMSORTIUN-ARE 

9,947 

193,139 

173,093 

BALANCE  OF  ARKANSAS 

5,912,353 

121,252 

9,033,905 

ARKANSAS 

7,095,591 

• 

391,735 

7,477,319 

I 
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U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OT 

LABOR  -  EMPLOYMENT  AND 

TRAINING  ADMINISTRATION 

1 

orpicE 

:  or  ADMINISTRATION  AND  MANAGEMENT 

s. 

FY  79  SUMMER  YOUTH  PROGRAM 

X  1 

5/IS/79 

NEW  OBLIGATIONAL 

AUTHORITY 

CARRY- IN 

TOTAL 

RAPIDES  PARISH 

410.753 

20,070 

437,029 

BATON  ROUGE  CITY 

019,317 

50,029 

074,140 

LAPAYETTE  PARISH 

301,901 

10 

301,917 

CALCASIEU/JEPr  CONSORTIUM 

020,391 

17,050 

040,041 

OUACHITA  PARISH 

390,379 

23,515 

421,094 

'  NEN  ORLEANS  CITY 

2,000,200 

291,072 

2,300,100 

JEPPERSON  PARISH 

770,300 

03,901 

034,349 

SHREVEPORT  CITY 

032,530 

1,159 

033,095 

BALANCE  OP  LOUISIANA 

5,991,055 

353,551 

0,344,000 

LOUISIANA 

12,041,000 

033,429 

12,074,437 

1  * 

ALBUOl'ERQUE  CONSORTIUM 

902,020 

94,131 

1,050,751 

BALANIE  OP  NEN  MEXICO 

2,527,071 

10,050 

2,543,721 

MEN  MEXICO 

3,490,291 

110,101 

3,000,472 

< 

'  COMANCHE  COUNTY 

250,001 

025 

259,400 

BAL  OP  OKLAHOMA  COUNTY 

404,991 

34,134 

499,125 

OKLAHOMA  CITY  CONSORTIUM 

1,002,109 

170,950 

1,259,007 

BAL  OP  CLEVELAND  COUNTY 

100,100 

17 

100,125 

TULSA  CONSORTIUM 

'  1,159,324 

102,453 

1,201,777 

■  ■  y 

BALANCE  or  OKLAHOMA 

4,539,302 

297,159 

4,030,401 

;■? 

OKLAHOMA 

7,004,495 

011,540 

0,290,041 

TEXARKANA  CONSORT I UN-TEX 

257,440 

0 

257,440 

TEXAS  PANHANDLE  CSRT 

443,100 

142.100 

505,260 

CAPITAL  ARCA  CONSORTIUM 

1,099,030 

101,970 

1,201,000 

SOUTH  EAST  TEXAS  CSRT 

935,902 

07,002 

1,023,044 

GREATER  PASADENA  CSRT 

99,023 

00,209 

105,032 

CAMERON  COUNTY 

739.104 

41,903 

701,127 

f’j  ■ 

COASTAL  BERN  CSRT 

1,221,005 

104,079 

1,305,744 

i  V  !  ’ 

DALLAS  CITT 

1,937,050 

117,401 

2,055,111 

DALLAS  COUNTY  CSRT 

517,020 

97,997 

015,023 

SOUTH  PLAINS  CONSORTIUM- 

495,419 

79,091 

575,110  - 

- 

NBST  CENTRBI.  TEXASCSRT 

040,402 

00,003 

721,325 

BL  PASO  CONSORTIUM  . 

1,305,053 

33,907 

1,339,020 

•;  - 

PT.  NORTH  OONSORTIUN 

1,349,021 

101,309 

1,451,190 

, 

BAL  OP  TARBANT  COUNTY 

153,107 

20,454 

173,501 

GALVESTON  OWNTY 

515,790 

57,407 

573,203 

HOUSTON  CITY 

3.310,434 

401,530 

3,711,970 

BAL  OF  HARRIS  COUNTY 

703,050 

12,170 

715,220 

CENTRAL  TEXAS  CONSORTIUM 

470,910 

1,931 

400,041 

■  . 

HIDALGO  COUNTY  CONSORTIUM 

1,117,011 

0 

1,117,011 

ALAMO  CONSORTIUM 

3,724,533 

200,000 

3,924,533 

REGION  XI  CONSORTIUM 

770,303 

23,010 

001,401 

NORTH  TEXAS  STATE  CSRT 

505,054 

59,101 

044,215 

NEBB  COUNTY 

010,233 

24,101 

040,394 

GULP  COAST  CONSORTIUM 

1,001,004 

115,147 

1,117,011 

BAST  TEXAS  MANPOWER  CSRT 

1,209,730 

121,930 

1,391,000 

BALANCE  OP  TEXAS 

5,104,000 

055,474 

5,019,402 

PERMIAN  BASIN  CSRT 

704,940  . 

24,591 

729,531 

TEXAS 

31,305,290 

2,032,903 

-  34,190.279  * 

REGION  VI 

01,000,071 

4,779.07.4 

00,440,545 

BALANCE  OP  IONA 

4,004,014 

202,900 

4,207,520 

BLACKHAWK  COUNTY 

200,420 

0 

200,420 

CEN.  lUWA  RECIONALCSRT 

933,000 

70,913 

1,012,501 

LINN  COUNTY  MANPOWER  CSRT 

100,320 

53,029  . 

222,155 

WOODBURY  COUNTY 

103,500 

70,102 

259,090 

SCOTT  COUNTY  CSRT 

245,200 

10,051 

255,917 

IOWA 

5,015,002 

402,401 

0,290,203 

BALANCE  OP  KANSAS 

2,910,320 

^  90,105 

3,000,433 

KANSAS  CITY  CONSORTIUM 

572,340 

43,050 

015,390 

JOHNSOM/LEAVENWORTH  CSRT 

174,093 

94,015 

209,500 

WiailTA  CITY 

757,995 

0 

757,995 

TOPEKA  CONSORTIUM 

290,350 

110,009 

407,239 

KANSAS 

4,717,914 

330,059 

5,050,573 

BALANCE  OP  MISSOURI 

5,221,034 

499,077 

5,721,511 

SPRINGFIELD  CITY 

340,000 

2,029 

340,037 

BAL  OP  JACKSON  COUNTY 

205,009 

04,097  . 

209,900. 

KANSAS  CITY  CONSORTIUM 

2,153,445 

290,043 

2.451,400 

J CFPERSON/FRANK L I NCSRT 

403,075 

5,040 

400,923 

ST.  LOUIS  COUNTY 

1,021,057 

140,210 

1,902,007 

Federal 
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U.8.  DEPARTMCNT  OP  LABOR  -  BHPLOYHCNT  AND  TRAINING  ADMINISTRATION 


OPPICC 

OP  ADMINISTRATION 

AND  MANAGEMENT 

PT  7Y  SUMMER  YOUTH 

PROGRAM 

5/lS/tS 

NEW  OBLIGATIONAL 

RUTNORITY 

CARRY- IN 

TOTAL 

ST.  LOUIS  CITV 

3,3«0.313 

405,470 

3,705.703 

iMDKi>eNDeN<;e  city 

2SS.S1S 

9,712 

200.320 

•T.  aiARLES  COUNTY 

221.934 

47,100  , 

»9.034 

MISSOURI 

14.B70.491 

1,472,380 

15,543,077 

BALANCE  OF  NEBRASKA 

3.102.93S 

105,085 

2,260,023 

LINCOLN  CITV 

299.3I7 

71,537 

370,054 

ONARA  CONSORTIUM 

1,547.257 

1,701 

'  1,540,958 

MBBRASKA 

3.949.512 

238,923 

4,100,435 

REGION  VII 

2S. 553. 999 

2,532,309 

31,000,300 

ADAMS  COUNTY 

479. 7SS 

07,044 

507,432 

ARAPANOE  COUNTY 

13S.9SS 

20,114 

167,102. 

BOULDER  COUNTY 

3S1.7H9 

389 

382,178 

COLORADO  SPRINGS  CRST 

502,959 

4,532 

587,491 

DENVER  CITY/COUNTT 

1.S73.052 

192,310 

1,005,902 

JEFFERSON  COUNTY  CSRT 

195,074 

48,100 

243,174 

LARIMER  COUNTY 

182,295 

50,202 

240,497 

PUEBLO  COUNTY 

311,014 

30.997 

342,011 

WELD  COUNTY 

142,923 

115,802 

250,785 

BALANCE  OP  COLORADO 

1,194,010 

225,829 

1,420,445 

COLORADO 

5,203,098 

791,979 

0,075,077 

RURAL  CEP 

242.077 

B 

242.077 

STATE  OP  MONTANA 

1.000,240 

245,950 

1,914,200 

NOMTANA 

1,910,925 

245,958 

2,150,083 

STATE  OP  NORTH  DAKOTA 

1,402,377 

231,955 

1,034,332 

RORTB  DAKOTA 

1,402,377 

231,955 

1,034,332 

S.  DAKOTA  STATEWIDE  CSRT 

1,530,710 

77,000 

1,007,790 

SOUTR  DAKOTA 

1,530,710 

77,000 

1,007,790 

UTAR  STATEHIDC  CONSORTIUH 

2,972,331 

430,213 

3,M2,544 

UTAH 

2,972,331 

430,213 

3,402,544 

STATE  OF  WYOMING 

742,480 

104,220  ^ 

840,700 

NTONINC 

742,480 

104,220 

040,700 

REGION  Vlll 

13,042,529 

1.881,405 

15,723,934 

BALANCE  OP  ARItONA 

1,000.077 

12,570 

1,873,453 

PHOENIX  CITY 

1,904,143 

023,073 

2,007,210 

BAL  OP  MARICOPA  COUNTY 

1,053.073 

33,017 

1,000,090 

TWC60N/PINA  COHSORTIUN 

991,052 

303,590 

1,295,250 

ARIZONA 

0,409,745 

972,204 

7,402,009 

BAL  OP  ALAMEDA  COUNTY 

1.209.482 

820,011 

2,115,493 

BERKELEY  CITY 

720,925 

0 

720,925 

BAL  OF  CONTRA  COSTA  CNTY 

1,140,590 

210,454 

1,305,044 

MARIN  COUNTY 

525,701 

9.220 

534,981 

OAKLAND  CITY 

2,102,075 

205,782 

2,308,457 

RICHMOND  CITV 

300.022 

11,735 

400,357 

SAN  FRANCISCO  CITV/COUNTV 

3,412,920 

250,000 

3,002,920 

SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 

1,211,100 

130,349 

1,341,449 

SONOMA  COUNTY 

790,971 

00,350 

807,329 

SANTA  BARBARA  COUNTY 

055,432 

149,089 

005,121 

GLEMOALC  CITV 

199,935 

30,379 

236,314 

long  beach  city 

1,203,929 

137.200 

1,341,197 

BAL  OP  LOS  ANCELESCOUNTV 

^  10,700,545 

521,181 

11,307,720 

LOS  ANGELES  CITY 

10,212,750 

1,700,222 

11,920,972 

ORANGE  CNTY  MANPOWER  CSRT 

2,904,519 

204,024 

3,200,543 

PASADENA  CITV 

477,209 

72,002 

549,091 

TORRANCE  CITT 

173,045 

55,227  - 

229,072 

VENTURA  COUNTY 

941,459 

157,937 

1,099,390 

BALANCE  OP  CALIFORNIA 

3.082.070 

570,221 

3,001,097 

HUMBOLDT  COUNTY 

353,107 

120,701 

473,940 

SANTA  CtJ^RA  VALLEY 

2,929,101 

270,152 

3,199,333 

SOLANO  COUNTY 

514.141 

3,010 

517,159 

SUNNYVALE  CITV 

180,579 

31,230 

217,009 

BUTTE  COUNTY 

230,409 

.  07,071 

324,140 

SACRAMENTO  CSRT 

2,140,443 

0 

2,148,443 

TOLO  COUNTY 

483,400 

0 

483,400 

STOCKTON/SAN  JOAQUIN  CSRT 

1.100,393 

133,180  ■ 

1,321,579 

Federal  Register  /  VoL  44.  No.  122  /  Friday.  June  22, 1979  /  Notices 


U.S.  OErARTML'NT  OT  LABOR  -  BMPUnTMCMT  AMO  THAIMINC  ADMINISTRATION 


OPPICB 

OF  ADMINISTRATION 
FY  79  SUMMER  YOUTH 
5/16/79 

AND  HANACEMENT 
PROGRAM 

NEW  OBLIGATIONAL 
AUTHORITY 

CARRY- IN 

TOTAL 

STANISLAUS  COStm 

SHASTA  COUMfV 

HONTEREy  coomn 

SANTA  CRUS  COUNTY 

PM8NO  CITY/COUNTT 

IMPERIAL  comm 

SSHN  COUNTY 

HBIICEO  COUNTY 
■HAAHO  NANPOHn  ASSN 

SOM  LUIS  OBLSPO  COUNTY 
TULARE  COUNTY 

am  DISCO  RSYC 

737,2S1 

465,673 

705,272 

421,060 

1,000,551 

431,204 

1,156,941 

471,907 

3,446,642 

150,416 

726,672 

3,934,276 

200,767 

0 

121,149 

137,151 

79,215 

72 

47.136 
43,446 

375,452 

192,914 

95.136 
1.406,734 

1.026,060 

465,673 

026.421 

550,219 

1,079,766 

431,276 

1,204,077 

515,353 

3,022,094 

343,330 

022,000 

5,421,010 

CALIFORNIA 

64.009,449 

0,953,949 

73.763,390 

BALANCE  OF  HAWAII 

5B3,923 

51,901 

635,904 

HONOLULU  CITY/COUNTT 

2.001,152 

20,265 

2,029.417 

NANAI I 

2,505,075 

00,246 

2,665,321 

BALANCE  OP  NEVADA 

LAS  VEGAS  CONSORTIUM 

WASHOE  COUNTY 

327,105 

1,106,244 

366,929 

49,970  • 
156,023 
144,643 

377,163 

1,262,267 

511,572 

NEVADA 

1,000.350 

350,644 

2,151 ,002 

AMERICAN  SAMOA 

43,494 

0,192 

51,606 

AMERICAN  SAMOA 

43.494 

0,192 

51,606 

GUAM 

573,351 

57,010 

630,369 

GUAM 

573,351 

57,010 

630,369 

PACIFIC  ISI^DS 

56,204 

13,604 

69,000 

PACIFIC  ISLANDS 

56,204 

13,604 

69,000 

NORTHERN  MARIANAS 

24,170 

0 

24,170 

NORTHERN  MARIANAS 

24,170 

0 

24,170 

REGION  IK 

'  76,301,054 

10,435,997 

06,017,051 

MUNICIPALITY  OP  ANCHORAGE 
BALANCE  OF  ALASKA 

300,305 

1,131,441 

• 

424 

407,032 

300,729 

1.530,473 

ALASKA 

1,519,746 

407,456 

1.927,202 

IDAHO  STATEWIDE  CSRT 

2.426,123 

103,391 

2,609,514 

IDAHO 

2.426,123' 

103,391 

2,609,514 

PORTLAND  CITY 

DAL  OF  CLACKAMAS  COUNTY 

LANE  COUNTY 

MULTNOMAH/WASHINGTON  CSRT 
MID  WILLAMETTE  VALLEY  CSR 
JACKSON  COUNTY  CONSORTIUM 
BALANCE  OF  OREGON 

1,100,900 

405,753 

044,509 

096,057 

051,361 

579,602 

2,566,042 

290,962 

109,359 

91,610 

46,114 

31,372 

67,000 

244,544 

1,607,950 

595,112 

•936.199 

942,971 

002,733 

646,610 

2,011.306 

OREGON 

7,533,992 

960,969 

0,502,961 

SPOKANE  CONSORTIUM 

CLARK  COUNTY 

KING/SNOHOMISH  CONSORTIUM 
KITSAP  COUNTY 

TACOMA  CITY 

BAL  OF  PIERCE  COUNTY 

YAKIMA  COUNTY 

BALANCE  OP  WASHINGTON 

040,530 

263,000 

4,006,230 

236,092 

790,047 

609,430 

524,531 

2,912,634 

47,671 

30,200 

026,641 

10,557 

70,936 

44,449 

119,666 

675,076 

096,209 

302.160 

5,632,071 

246,649 

861,703 

733,087 

644.197 

3,500.510 

WASHINGTON 

11,072,190 

1,034,076 

12,906,274 

REGION  K 

22,552,059 

3,393,092 

25.945,951 

NATIONAL  TOTAL 

(PS  Doc  7V-H604  Filed  «-^7B  8:45  aaM 

MLUNa  OOOC  4S10-30-C 


«J1.24B,43t 


74,967,126 


706,219,565 
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Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act;  Training  and  Employment 
Opportunities  for  Displaced 
Homemakers  Program 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Labor. 
action:  Notice. 


summary:  This  notice  annoimces  the 
plans  of  the  Employment  and  Training 
Administration  for  allocating  and 
distributing  funds  for  the  Displaced 
Homemakers  Program. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Mr.  Robert 
Anderson,  Administrator,  Office  of 
Comprehensive  Employment 
Development,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  601  D  Street,  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20213,  Telephone:  (202)  370-6254. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  ETA,  under  Title  III, 
Section  301(b)  of  the  Comprehensive 
Employment  and  Training  Act  (CETA) 
has  initiated  a  program  known  as  the 
Displaced  Homemakers  Program.  CETA 
Title  II  prime  sponsors  are  being 
advised  that  funds  are  available  for 
programs  to  provide  employment  and 
training  and  appropriate  services  to  low- 
fhcome,  unemployed  individuals, 
displaced  due  to  separation,  divorce,  or 
loss  oLihe  primary  wage  earner  because 
of  disability  or  death,  with  skills  which 
will  enable  such  individuals  to  obtain 
permanent  unsubsidized  employment. 
The  program  is  intended  to  improve  the 
skill  levels  and  career  opportunities  in 
the  labor  force  of  such  persons.  This 
e^'ort  is  being  undertaken  through 
competitive  procurement  procedures  at 
the  regional  office  of  the  ^ployment 
and  Training  Administration  as  well  as 
the  National  Office. 

A  Solicitation  for  Grant  Application 
(SGA)  is  being  issued  to  all  Fiscal  Year 
1980  Title  n  prime  sponsors.  A  separate 
SGA  will  be  made  available  upon 
request  to  groups  interested  in  applying 
for  funds  to  operate  a  program 
administered  by  the  National  Office. 

Eligibility  for  Grant 

Only  CETA  Title  II  prime  sponsors  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  a  grant  for  their 
locale.  However,  prime  sponsors  may 
subgrant  or  contract  all  or  part  of  the 
program  operations  to  other 
organizations  which  are  capable  of 
effectively  providing  services  as 
indicated  in  the  program  description  and 
instructions  provided  in  the  SGA. 
Organizations  which  are  interested  in 
participating  may  contact  the  prime 


sponsor  in  the  area  in  which  the 
organization  is  located  or  operates. 

Application  Procedure 

A  grant  application  will  be  mailed  to 
each  prime  sponsor  by  the  appropriate 
ETA  Regional  Office  on  or  before  June 
22, 1979.  Prime  sponsors  which  do  not 
receive  a  grant  application  may  contact 
their  ETA  Regional  Office.  Applications 
must  be  submitted  to  the  appropriate 
ETA  Regional  Administrator  no  later 
than  September  14, 1979. 

Inquiries 

Inquiries  may  be  directed  to  the 
appropriate  Regional  Administrator  for 
Employment  and  Training  in  the  10 
Regional  Offices  listed  below: 

Region  I — ^Timothy  M.  Bamicle,  Regional 
Admimstrator,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Room  1703, ).  F.  Kennedy 
Bldg.,  Government  Center,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02203. 

Region  II — Mr.  James  A.  Ware,  Regional 
Administrator,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  1515  Broadway,  Room 
3713,  New  York,  New  York  10036 
Region  III — ^Mr.  William  J.  Haltigan,  Regional 
Administrator,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Post  Office  Box  8796, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101. 

Region  IV — ^Mr.  David  Duncan,  Regional 
Administrator,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Room  405, 1371  Peachtree 
Street,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30309. 

Region  V — Mr.  Charles  T.  Ross,  Acting 
Regional  Administrator,  Employment  and 
Training  Administration,  230  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 
Region  VI — ^Mr.  Richard  A.  Flores,  Jr.,  Acting 
Regional  Administrator,  Employment  and 
Training  Administration,  555  Griffin  Square 
Building,  Room  316,  Griffin  and  Young 
Streets,  Dallas,  Texas  75202. 

Region  VII — ^Mr.  Richard  Miskimins,  Regional 
Administrator,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Federal  Building,  Room 
1000, 911  Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64106. 

Region  VlU — ^Mr.  Floyd  E  Edwards.  Regional 
Administrator,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  16122  Federal  Office 
Building,  1961  Stout  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado  80202. 

Region  IX — Ms.  Carolyn  Golding,'  Regional 
Administrator,  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Post  Office  Box  36064,  San 
Francisco,  California  94102. 

Region  X — ^Mr.  Jess  Ramaker,  Regional 
Administrator.  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  1145  Federal  Office 
Building,  909  First  Avenue,  Seattle, 
Washii^ton  98174. 

AUocatioii  of  Funds 

A  total  of  $3.25  million  has  been 
provided  for  the  program.  The  funds  are 
allocated  on  a  regional  basis  as  follows: 

Region  I .  $150,000 

Region  II .  368,350 

Region  IB . ; .  385.700 


Region  IV — ........ 

723,450 

Region  V~............. 

.  540,600 

Region  VI . 

320,650 

Region  VII . . 

. 

.  150,000 

Region  Vni . 

.  150,000 

Region  IX . 

.  331,250 

Region  X . 

. - . 

.  150,000 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this  19th  day 
of  June  1979. 

Ernest  G.  Green, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Employment  and 
Training. 

[FR  Doc.  7S-19S03  Filed  6-21-79;  8^  am| 

BHJJNQ  CODE  4S10-30-M 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
(Docket  No.  M-79-78-C] 

Bethlehem  Mines  Corp.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Bethlehem  Mines  Corporation, 
Bethlehem,  Pa.  18016,  has  filed  a  petition 
to  modify  the  application  of  30  CFR 
75.305  (weekly  examination),  to  its 
Somerset  Mine,  located  in  Washington 
County.  Pa.  The  petition  is  filed  under 
section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1977,  Public  Law  95- 
164. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  roof  has  deteriorated  in  certain 
return-airway  entries  of  the  petitioner’s 
mine.  In  these  entries,  travel  is 
hazardous  and.  in  some  places, 
impossible  because  of  roof  falls. 

2.  As  an  alternative  to  making  weekly 
examinations  for  hazardous  conditions 
in  these  return-airway  entries,  the 
petitioner  proposes  the  following: 

(a)  An  air  monitoring  station  will  be 
established  at  a  safe  location  that  is 
safely  accessible. 

(b)  A  certified,  competent  person  will 
take  daily  methane  and  air  readings, 
keeping  a  log  of  the  readings  at  the 
station. 

(c)  A  marked  variation  in  airflow  or 
0.5  percent  increase  in  methane  content 
will  prompt  immediate  action  to 
determine  the  cause  and  appropriate 
action  will  be  taken  if  necessary. 

(d)  In  addition  to  the  undergroimd 
record,  the  daily  reading  will  be  posted 
in  a  record  book  kept  on  the  surface  for 
this  purpose.  The  record  book  will  be 
available  for  inspection  to  all  interested 
persons. 

3.  The  petitioner  states  that  this 
alternative  will  achieve  no  less 
protection  for  its  miners  than  that 
provided  by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
July  23, 1979.  Comments  must  be  filed 
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with  the  OfHce  of  Standards. 
Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration.  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard.  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
fnspection  at  that  address. 

Elated:  june  8, 1979. 

Robert  B.  Lagather, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Mine  Safety  and 
Health. 

|FR  Doc.  79-W3T  Filwl  S41-7t;  ftlS  am] 
aiLUNG  CODE  451S-4S-M 


(Docket  No.  M-79-83-C] 

Bishop  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Bishop  Coal  Company.  Horsepen, 
Virginia  24619,  has  Bled  a  petition  to 
modify  the  application  of  30  CFR  75.313 
(methane  monitors)  to  its  Bishop  Nos. 

34,  33-37  and  36  Mines  located  in 
McDowell  County,  West  Virginia.  The 
petition  is  Bled  under  section  101(c)  of 
the  Federal  Mine  Scdety  and  Health  Act 
of  1977,  Pub.  L  95-164. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the  use  of 
methane  monitors  which  automatically 
deenergize  the  petitioner’s  continuous 
mining  machine  in  the  presence  of 
excessive  methane  concentrators. 

2.  When  the  concentration  of  methane 
reaches  a  maximum  of  2.0  volume  per 
centum  of  methane  the  entire  mining 
machine  is  deenergized.  The  petitioner 
proposes  to  rewire  the  methane  monitor 
to  deenergize  only  the  cutting  head 
rather  than  the  entire  machine.  This 
arrangement  would  leave  the  tram 
motors  energized. 

3.  Deenergization  of  the  cutting  head 
would  cause  the  cutting  rotation  to 
cease  and  thus  eliminate  the  primary 
ignition  source  (spariis)  for  any  methane 
concentrations  present 

4.  With  only  the  cutting  head 
deenergized  the  mining  machine  could 
be  trammed  to  a  safe  place  in  the  event 
of  an  emergency.  Miners  would  not  be 
exposed  to  timbering  adverse  places 
and  electricians  wotdd  not  be  exposed 
to  possible  roof  dangers  while  repairing 
the  methane  monitor  itself,  resiilting  in 
greater  safety. 

5.  When  the  mining  machine  is 
trammed  to  a  safe  position,  the  entire 
machine  will  be  deenergized  and  a 
methane  examination  made  of  the  area. 
The  mining  madiine  will  not  be  re¬ 
energized  until  the  area  is  within 
prnnissible  limits  of  methane 
concentration. 

6.  The  petitioner  states  that  its 
alternative  method  will  achieve  no  less 


than  the  same  measure  of  protection  as 
that  provided  by  the  standvd. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
July  23, 1979.  Comments  must  be  Bled 
with  the  OfBce  of  Standards, 
Regulations  and  Variances.  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration.  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington.  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

Robert  B.  Lagatber. 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Mine  Safety  and 
Health. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19236  Piled  6-21-79;  645  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S1*-43-M 


(Docket  No.  M-79-84-C] 

Bishop  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Bishop  Coal  Company,  Horsepen, 
Virginia  24619,  has  Bled  a  petition  to 
modify  the  application  of  30  CFR  75.321 
(stoppage  of  fans)  to  its  Dry  Fork  Mine 
located  in  McDowell  County.  West 
Virginia.  The  petition  is  Bled  under 
section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L.  95-164. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  Petitioner's  Dry  Fork  Mine  and 
Bishop  No.  33  Mine  are  interconnected. 
Two  fans  provide  ventilation  for  the  Dry 
Fork  Mine,  while  the  No.  33  Mine  is 
ventilated  by  one  fan  at  the  No.  33  Mine 
and  the  two  Dry  Fork  fans. 

2.  Currently,  when  any  of  the  three 
fans  goes  oB,  power  must  be  cut  off  in 
both  mines.  With  power  off  in  the  Dry 
Fork  Mine,  vital  pumping  operations 
cease,  and  if  the  pumps  are  off  for  a 
sufBcient  period  of  time,  operating 
sections  will  flood  out,  causing  loss  of 
equipment  and  production. 

3.  Non-operation  of  the  No.  33  Mine 
fan  will  not  result  in  a  significant 
deterioration  of  ventilation  as  it  pertains 
to  health  and  safety  in  the  Dry  Fork 
Mine. 

4.  As  an  alternative  for  its  Dry  Fork 
Mine,  the  petitioner  proposes  the 
following: 

(a)  When  the  No.  33  Mine  Bin  is  not 
operating  and  both  Dry  Fork  fans  are 
operating,  the  power  in  the  Dry  Fork 
Mine  will  be  left  on  for  the  pumping 
(^rations;  personnel  necessary  to 
maintain  the  pumping  systems  will  be 
allowed  to  travel  throu^out  the  mine. 

(b)  All  other  persons  will  be 
withdrawn  from  the  working  section. 


(c)  Before  production  is  resumed,  the 
woiidng  places  will  be  examined  for 
accumulations  of  methane.^ 

(d)  The  No.  33  Mine  will  fully  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  the  standard  in 
the  event  of  a  fan  stoppage  in  that  mine. 

5.  The  petitioner  states  that  its 
alternative  method  will  achieve  the 
same  measure  of  protection  for  its  mines 
as  that  provided  by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  cm  or  before 
July  23, 1979.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 
Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration.  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard.  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  die  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

Robert  B.  Lagatimr, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Mine  Safety  and 
Health. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19235  Filed  6-21-7a  MS  Ma| 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-43-M 


(Docket  No.  M-79-87-C] 

Dominion  Coal  Corp.;  Petition  for 
MocRfication  of  Appication  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Stmdard 

Dominion  Coal  Corporation,  Box  46, 
Vansant,  Virginia  24656,  has  Bled  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1719  (illuminated),  to  its 
following  mines:  Oakwo^  Red  Ash  No. 
3  Mine,  Oakwood  Red  Ash  No.  5  Mine, 
Youngs  Branch  No.  14  Mine,  Youngs 
Branch  No.  15  Mine,  Winston  No.  9 
Mine,  Winston  No.  10  Mine,  and 
Winston  No.  13  Mine,  all  located  in 
Buchanan  County,  Virginia.  The  petition 
is  Bled  under  section  101(c)  of  the 
Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1977,  Pub.  L  95-164. 

The  substance  of  die  petition  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  illumination 
for  underground  self-propelled  mining 
equipment  in  the  petitioner’s  mines. 

2.  ‘*Low  seam”  conditions  exist  in 
these  mines,  with  heights  frequently 
only  28  to  30  inches. 

3.  The  petitioner’s  self-propelled 
mining  equipment  is  27  to  28  inches  high. 

4.  Under  these  conditions,  the 
equipment  operator’s  field  of  vision  is 
limited  to  the  side  of  the  equipment. 

5.  Lighting  fixtures  on  the  side  of  such 
equipment  would  “blind”  the  operators 
and  other  miners  nearby  require  diem 
to  constandy  adjust  to  changes  in 
illumination,  or  both,  impairing  their 
vision  and  posing  a  safety  hazard  to 
themselves  and  other  miners. 
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6.  Stationary  light  fixtures  could  be 
placed  only  along  the  rib,  posing  similar 
safety  hazards.  Stationary  lights  would 
also  create  additional,  debilitating  heat 
in  the  close  confines  in  which  the  miners 
must  work. 

7.  Additionally,  lighting  fixtures  on  the 
sides  or  tops  of  the  equipment  would  be 
sheared  ofi  or  the  lamps  fi'equently 
broken,  diminishing  the  operator's 
safety  by  increasing  the  prospects  of 
more  serious  equipment  failure, 
wedgingi  jamming  or  upset. 

8.  Lighting  fixtures  on  the  equipment 
could  also  shear  off  roofbolts, 
crossbeams  and  straps,  thereby 
damaging  or  destroying  roof  support. 

9.  For  these  reasons,  the  petitioner 
believes  that  the  use  of  stationary  light 
fixtures  or  top  and  side  light  fixtures  on 
its  self-propelled  mining  equipment 
increases  the  danger  of  injury  to  its 
equipment  operators  and  other  miners, 
and  therefore  requests  relief  fit>m  the 
application  of  the  standard  to  its  mines. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
July  23, 1979.  Comments  must  be  filed 
wi&  the  Office  of  Standards. 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration.  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard.  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  11, 1979. 

Robert  B.  Lagather, 

Assistant  Secretary  far  Mine  Safety  and 
Health. 

[FR  Doc.  7B-19238  Filed  6-21-79: 8:45  am] 

WLLMO  CODE  451(M3-M 


[Docket  Nos.  M-79-79-C  and  II-79-80-C] 

Hmann  Coal  Co.;  Petitions  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Itmann  Coal  Company,  Horsepen, 
Virginia  24619,  has  ^ed  separate 
petitions  to  modify  the  applicatioiT  of  30 
CFR  75.1100-2(b)  (fire  protection!  to  its 
Itmaim  No.  2  (M-79-79-<;)  and  Itmann 
No.  3-A  Mines  (M-79-80-C).  located  in 
Wyoming  County,  West  Virginia.  The 
petitions  are  filed  under  section  101(c)  of 
the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act 
of  1977,  Pub.  L  95-164. 

The  substance  of  the  petitions  follows: 

1.  Due  to  the  development  of  specified 
areas  in  the  petitioner’s  mines  prior  to 
1969,  the  belt  conveyors  are  not  isolated 
from  the  track,  making  the  waterline  and 
water  outlets  easily  accessible  from  the 
tracks.  However,  the  outlets  do  not 
project  into  the  belt  conveyor  entries. 


2.  Fire  hose  at  designated  locations  in 
each  mine  is  sufficiently  long  to  cover 
any  area  of  the  belt  conveyor,  using  the 
track  outlets.  Each  mine  is  equipped 
with  a  water  car  that  can  quickly  reach 
any  point  along  the  belt  and  that  can 
couple  directly  to  the  track  outlets. 

3.  Belt  sensors,  located  at  125  foot 
intervals  along  the  entire  length  of  the 
belt  conveyor,  give  warning  if  any 
problems  arise  along  the  belt 

4.  The  present  water  outlets  located 
along  the  track  in  each  mine  provide 
more  protection  than  would  outlets 
along  the  belt  conveyors  due  to  the 
accessibility  of  the  outlets,  the  fact  they 
are  clearly  visible  and  the  lack  of 
isolation  problems  caused  by  permanent 
stoppings. 

5.  The  petitioner  states  that  the 
proposed  alternative  method  will 
achieve  no  less  protection  for  its  miners 
than  that  provided  by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  these  petitions 
may  furnish  written  comments  on  or 
before  July  23. 1979.  Comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Standards, 
Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petitions  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  11,- 1979. 

Robert  B.  Lagather, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Mine  Safety  and 
Health. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19239  Filed  6-21-79: 8:45  am] 

WUJNO  CODE  4510-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-79-82-C] 

McCoy  Elkhom  Coal  Corp.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

McCoy  Elkhom  Coal  Corporation, 
Pikeville,  Kentucky  41501,  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1710  (canopies),  to  its  No.  1 
Mine,  located  in  Pike  County,  Kentucky. 
The  petition  is  filed  under  section  101(c) 
of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L  95-164. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the 
installation  of  cabs  or  canopies  on 
electric  face  equipment  in  section  2  of 
the  petitioner’s  mine. 

2.  Due  to  undulations  in  the  low  coal 
seam  of  this  section,  the  installation  of 
canopies  has  resulted  in  the  loss  of  roof 
support  when  canopies  have  ripped  out 
roof  bolts. 

3.  In  addition,  the  limited  operating 
compartment  under  these  canopies 


restricts  the  equipment  operator’s  view, 
possibly  leading  to  accidents. 

4.  For  these  reasons,  the  petitioner 
requests  relief  from  the  application  of 
the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
July  23. 1979.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards. 
Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  (hat  address. 

Dated:  June  8. 1979. 

Robert  B.  Lagather, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Mine  Safety  and 
Health. 

(FR  Doc  79-19240  Filed  6-21-79;  845  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4S10-4S-M 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Oregon  State  Standards;  Oregon  Roll- 
Over  Protective  Structures  (ROPS) 
Standards:  Tentative  Decision  to 
Reject 

Background 

On  August  16, 1977,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
41333)  entitled  Oregon  State 
Standards — ^Intent  to  Reject.  This  notice 
described  the  technical  requirements  of 
the  Oregon  safety  standards  for  Roll- 
Over  Protective  Structures  (ROPS)  for 
tractors  used  in  agricultural  operations 
and  the  corresponding  Federal  OSHA 
standards  reviewed  by  the  Regional 
Administration.  This  standards  review 
is  required  by  and  conducted  pursuant 
to  Section  18(c)(2)  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970 
(hereinafter  called  the  Act)  which, 
among  other  things,  requires  a  State 
under  an  approved  plan  to  provide  for 
the  development  and  enforement  of 
safety  and  health  Standards,  which 
“*  *  *  are  or  will  be  at  least  as 
effective  in  providing  safe  and  healthful 
employment  and  places  of  employment 
as  the  (OSHA)  standards,  promulgated 
under  section  6".  Following  his  review 
of  the  State  standards  the  Regional 
Administrator,  under  a  delegation  of 
authority  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
(hereinafter  the  Assistant  Secretary)  (29 
CFR  1953.4)  determined  that  the  State 
standards,  which  provide  for  an 
exemption  from  the  roll  over  protective 
structure  requirements  for  track-type 
agricultural  tractors  and  for  the  reasons 
cited  in  the  August  16, 1977  notice  are 
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not  at  least  as  effective  as  the 
comparable  Federal  safety  standards. 
Consistent  with  29  CFR  1953.23(d)(2). 
such  a  finding  is  followed  by  an 
opportunity  for  the  State  to  submit  a 
revised  standards  submission  or,  in  the 
alternative,  to  show  cause  why  a 
proceeding  should  not  be  commenced 
for  rejection  of  the  State  standards. 
Although  meetings  and  discussions 
between  Federal  and  State  personnel 
were  held  in  order  to  resolve  the 
differences  in  the  ROPS  standards,  these 
discussions  proved  unfruitful  and  by 
letter  dated  September  8, 1977  Oregon 
requested  a  hearing  on  the  matter.  The 
notice  of  Intent  (42  FR  41333)  included  a 
summary  of  the  differences  between  the 
State  and  Federal  ROPS  standards,  the 
basis  for  rejection,  and  an  invitation  to 
interested  persons  to  submit  written 
data,  views,  and  arguments  by 
September  16,. 1977,  concerning  whether 
the  state  standards  should  be  approved. 
In  response  to  this  notice,  comments 
were  received  firom  the  Grain  Growers 
Association  Membership  and  Insurance 
Trust,  P.O.  Box  538,  Lewiston,  Idaho 
82501  requesting  a  hearing  concerning 
the  proposed  rejection. 

On  October  26, 1977,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
56564)  entitled  Oregon  State 
Standards — ^Proposed  Rejection  of 
Oregon  Roll-Over  Protective  structures 
(ROPS)  Standards;  Hearing.  This  notice 
provided  the  time  and  place  for  the 
hearing;  provisions  for  interested 
persons,  including  the  state,  to  file 
notices  of  intent  to  appear  for  presenting 
views,  evidence,  arguments,  and  to 
participate  in  the  hearing;  and  conduct 
of  the  hearing. 

The  hearing  was  held  in  Pendleton, 
Oregon  on  December  1. 1977  and  was 
presided  over  by  Administrative  Law 
Judge  Rhea  Burrow  who  was  appointed 
by  die  Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge 
of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

Appearances:  William  H.  Magness, 
Esq.,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Washington,  D.C.. 
for  the  Secretary  of  Labor;  Harold 
Mackey.  Supervisor,  Standards  Section, 
Workmen’s  Compensation  Board,  Salem 
Oregon,  for  the  State;  Lawrence  B.  Rew, 
Esq.,  Pendleton,  Oregon,  for  the  Oregon 
Wheat  Growers  Association.  Fourteen 
witnesses  appeared  and  provided 
testimony  and  evidence  for  the  record. 
Additionally,  fifty-six  exhibits  were 
entered  into  the  record. 

In  this  hearing,  the  only  decision  to  be 
reached  is  wheAer  the  Oregon  State 
Standards  for  Roll-Over  Protective 
Structures  (ROPS)  for  track-type 
agricultural  tractors  are  as  efective  as 
the  Federal:  OSHA’s  standards. 


The  Oregon  standards  read  as 
follows: 

General  Requirements 

437-81-2813  (formerly  33-29-1) 
Agricultural  tractors  manufactured  after 
October  25, 1976,  shall  meet  the 
following  requirements: 

(1)  Roll-over  protective  structure.  A 
roU-over  protective  structure  (ROPS) 
shall  be  provided  by  the  employer  for 
each  tractor  operated  by  an  employee: 

(2)  Except  as  provided  in  Rule  437-81- 
2829  (formerly  33-29-6),  ROPS  used  on 
wheel  type  tractors  shdl  meet  the  test 
and  performance  requirements  of  Rules 
437-61-2843  (formerly  33-29-20)  through 
437-81-2943  (formerly  33-29-54),  and 
ROPS  used  on  track-type  tractors  shall 
meet  the  test  and  performance 
requirements  of  Rules  437-83-5299 
(formerly  34-21-8)  through  437-83-5339 
(formerly  34-21-21). 

437-81-2829  (formerly  33-29-8) 
Exempted  usetfl  Rules  437-81-2813 
(formerly  33-29-1)  and  437-81-2819 
(formerly  33-29-3)  do  not  apply  to  the 
following  uses: 

(1)  “Low  profile”  tractors  while  they 
are  used  in  orchards,  vineyards  or  hop 
yards  where  the  vertical  clearance 
requirements  would  substantially 
interfere  with  normal  operations,  and 
while  their  use  is  incidental  to  the  woric 
performed  therein; 

(2)  “Low  profile"  tractors  while  used 
inside  a  farm  biiilding  or  greenhouse  in 
which  the  vertical  clearance  is 
insufficient  to  allow  a  ROPS  equipped 
tractor  to  operate,  and  while  their  use  is 
incidental  to  the  woik  performed 
therein; 

(3)  Tractors  while  used  with  mounted 
equipment  which  is  incompatible  with 
ROI%  (e.g.  compickers,  cotton  strippers, 
vegetable  pickers  and  fruit  harvesters); 

(4)  Track-type  agricultural  tractors 
whose  overall  width  (as  measm«d 

.  between  the  outside  edges  of  the  tracks) 
is  at  least  three  times  the  height  of  their 
rated  center  of  gravity,  and  whose  rated 
maximxim  speed  in  either  forward  or 
reverse  is  not  greater  than  7  mph,  when 
used  only  for  ffilage  or  harvesting 
operations  and  while  their  use  is 
incidental  thereto,  and  which; 

(a)  Does  not  involve  operating  on 
slopes  in  excess  of  40  degrees  ^m 
horizontal,  and 

(b)  Does  not  involve  operating  on 
piled  products  or  residue,  as  for 
example,  silage  in  stacks  or  pits,  and 

(c)  Does  not  involve  operating  in  close 
proximity  to  irrigation  ditches  or  other 
excavations  more  than  two  feet  deep 
which  contain  slopes  more  than  40 
degrees  from  the  vertical 


The  Federal  standard  reads  as 
follows: 

9 1928.51  RoU-over  protective  etructuree 
(ROPS)  for  tractors  used  in  agricuiturai 
operatione. 

•  *  «  *  • 

(b)  General  requirements.  Agricultural 
tractors  manufactured  after  October  25, 
1976,  shall  meet  the  following 
requirements: 

(1)  Roll-over  protective  structure.  A 
roU-over  protective  structure  (ROPS) 
shall  be  provided  by  the  employer  for 
each  tractor  operated  by  an  employee. 
Except  as  prodded  in  paragraph  (b)(5) 
of  this  section,  ROPS  used  on  wheel 
type  tractors  shall  meet  the  test  and 
performance  requirements  of  §  1928.52 
or  9  1928.53  of  this  part  or  9  1926.1002  of 
Part  1926,  and  ROPS  used  on  track-type 
tractors  shall  meet  the  test  and 
performance  requirements  of  9  1926.1001 
of  Part  1926. 

*  *  «  «  * 

(5)  Exempted  uses.  Paragraphs  (b)(1) 
and  (b)(2)  of  this  section  do  not  apply  to 
the  following  uses: 

(i)  “Low  profile”  tractors  while  they 
are  used  in  orchards,  vineyards  or  hop 
yards  where  the  vertical  clearance 
requirements  would  substantialy 
interfere  with  normal  operations,  and 
while  their  use  is  incidental  to  the  work 
performed  therein. 

(ii)  “Low  profile”  tractors  while  used 
inside  a  farm  biiilding  or  greenhouse  in 
which  the  vertical  clearance  is 
insufficient  to  allow  a  ROPS  equipped 
tractor  to  operate,  and  while  their  use  is 
incidental  to  the  work  performed 
therein. 

(iii)  Tractors  while  used  with  moimted 
equipment  which  is  incompatible  with 
ROFS  (e.g.  compickers,  cotton  strippers, 
vegetable  pickers  and  fiuit  harvesters). 

*  *  *  *  « 

One  of  the  issues  raised  at  the  public 
hearings  that  were  held  during  the 
promulgation  process  leading  to 
adoption  of  the  OSHA  standard  was  the 
exemption  of  track-type  tractors. 
Evidence  presented  at  that  time 
demonstrated  that  track-type  tractors 
used  in  agriculture  are,  indeed,  subject 
to  roll-over.  (A  more  thorough 
discussion  of  this  issue  is  found  in  40  FR 
18256  dated  April  25. 1975.)  Therefore, 
an  exemption  for  track-type  tractors 
was  not  included  in  the  Federal 
standard. 

The  intent  to  reject  the  Oregon 
standard  was  based  on  the  foregoing. 
The  exemption  of  roU-over  protective 
structures  firom  thesg  tractors  was  not 
considered  to  be  at  least  as  effective  as 
the  OSHA  standard  in  that  the  absence 
of  this  overhead  protection  exposes  the 
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tractor  operates  to  death  or  serious 
physical  harm  in  the  event  of  a  tractor 
roll-over. 

DiscusaioB 

The  evidence  clearly  establishes  that 
section  18(b)  of  the  OSH  Act  provides 
for  any  State  to  assume  responsibility 
for  die  development  and  enforcement  of 
safety  and  health  standards  by 
submitting  a  State  plan  to  that  effect; 
and  section  18(c)  of  the  Act  requires 
those  State  standards,  developed  by  the 
State,  to  be  at  least  as  effective  as  the 
Federal  standards  in  providing  safe  and 
healthful  employment. 

Some  States  adopt  standards  identical 
to  the  Federal  stan^rds  and  therefore, 
no  detailed  standards  comparison  is 
required  for  submission  to  the  Regional 
Administrator.  However,  some  States, 
such  as  Oregon,  develop  and  submit 
their  own  standards,  in  which  event 
those  standards  must  be  submitted  to 
the  Regional  Administrator  in  proper 
comparison  format  to  be  evaluated  in 
order  to  satisfy  the  at  least  as  effective 
as  criteria  in  Title  29,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  SS  19023(c)  and  1902.4(b). 

Authority  for  the  review  and  approval 
or  rejection  of  State  standards  has  been 
delegated  to  the  Regional 
Administrators  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration. 

The  State  of  Oregon  has  adopted 
exemptions  from  the  requirements  for 
roll-over  protective  structures  for  track- 
type  agricultural  tractors  which 
exenqitiems  do  irat  appear  in  the 
corresponding  OSHA  standards,  29  CFR 
1928.51  (b)(1)  and  (b)(5)  (i),  (ii),  and  (iii). 

Testimony  presented  indiates  that 
track-type  tractors,  used  in  agricultural 
operations,  have  not  rolled  over  in  the 
State  of  Oregon.  However,  other 
testimony  presented  indicates  that  such 
tractors  have  experienced  roll-overs  in 
other  areas  having  similar  terrain  and 
that  serious  injuries  and  deaths  have 
occurred. 

It  was  further  testifred  that  exempting 
the  ROPS  protection,  and  in  turn  limiting 
the  operations  of  such  tractors,  places 
complete  reliance  on  the  operator  alone 
and  does  not  provide  the  physical 
protection  of  die  ROPS. 

Findings  of  Fact 

1.  Delegation  of  authority  in 
accordance  widi  29  CFR  1953.4,  was 
given  to  die  Regional  Administrators 
(formerly  Assistant  Regional  Directors) 
for  the  review  and  apinxrval  of  safety 
and  health  standards  for  States  having 
approved  plans. 

2.  The  approval  of  a  State  plan, 
submitted  to  Regional  Administrators,  is 
based  on  a  frndf^  that  the  State  has,  or 


will  have,  an  “at  least  as  elective” 
program  for  the  enforcement  and  setting 
of  standards  in  accordance  with  29  CFR 
1953.2. 

3.  On  August  2, 1976,  the  State  of 
Oregon  submitted  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  their  official  comparison 
to  29  CFR  Part  1928,  Subpart  C,  Roll¬ 
over  Protective  Structures.  This 
comparison  exempts  track-type  tractors 
from  the  requirement  for  ROTO; 
whereas,  the  Federal  standard  does  not 
contain  such  an  exemption. 

4.  On  September  23, 1976,  a  letter 
(Granchi  to  Wilson)  from  Region  X, 
OSHA,  notified  the  State  of  defects  in 
dieir  ROPS  standard  as  grounds  for 
disapproval. 

5.  On  September  30, 1976,  a  letter 
(Granchi  to  White)  f(»m  R^on  X, 
OSHA,  advising  OSHA  National  Office 
of  the  deficiencies  in  the  Oregon  ROPS 
standards. 

6.  On  October  11, 1976,  a  letter 
(Wilson  to  Com)  from  the  State  of 
Oregon  to  the  OSHA  National  Office 
requested  a  reversal  of  Region  X’s 
decision  4o  disapprove  the  Oregon  ROPS 
standard.  This  letter  offers  a  rebuttal  to 
Region  X’s  decision  to  reject  the  Oregon 
standard. 

7.  On  November  Kk  1976,  a  letter 
(Com  to  Wilson)  frnm  the  OSHA 
National  Office  to  the  State  of  Oregon 
advising  the  State  that  Region  X  must 
first  complete  a  formal  notice  of  intent 
to  reject  prior  to  any  appeal  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  I^bor  for  OSHA. 

8.  On  February  17. 1977,  a  letter 
((kanchi  to  Mackey)  fr(»n  Region  X  to 
the  State  of  Oregon  officially  rejected 
the  Oregon  standard  on  Agricultural 
Tract  Type  Tractors. 

Condurion  oi  Law 

1.  Section  18(cX2)  of  the  OSH  Act  of 
1970  requires  a  State,  having  a  State 
Plan,  to  promulgate  standards  that  are 
at  least  as  effective  as  the  Federal 
OSHA  standards. 

2.  The  State  of  Oregon  Plan  for  the 
Development  and  Enforcement  of  an 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Program,  which  was  signed  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for  OSHA 
on  December  22, 1972,  and  was 
implemented  by  State  legislation  ugned 
by  the  Governor  on  July  22, 1973, 
contains  under  section  V,  Standards 
stipulations  for  the  State  to  adopt 
standards  as  effective  as  those 
promulgated  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

3.  The  State  of  Oregon  is  at  all  times 
subject  to  die  OSH  Act  and  the 
standards  promulgated  thereunder. 

4.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  has 
jurisdiction  and  control  over  all  State 


standards  adopted  in  response  to 
Federal  standards. 

5.  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor 
for  OSHA  has  jurisdiction  in  die  final 
decision  as  stipulated  within  the 
purview  of  S  1902.22(b)(1). 

Decision 

In  accordance  with  29  CFR  1902.21(a) 
and  based  on  the  foregoing  findings  of 
fact,  conclusions  of  law,  and  the  entire 
record,  the  tentative  decision  rejects 
Oregon’s  standards  483-81-^13  (1)  and 
(2).  and  437-81-2829  (1).  (2),  (3).  and  (4) 

(a) ,  (b).  and  (c)  and  being  not  as 
effertive  as  die  comparable  Federal 
OSHA  standards  §  1928.51  (bKl)  and 

(b) (5)  (i).(ii).and(iii). 

Interested  persons  who  participated  in 
the  hearing  may  file  exceptions  in 
quadruplicate  to  this  tentative  decision 
with  die  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor, 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  3rd  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210  within  thirty 
days  of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  objections  in  quadruplicate 
to  such  exceptions  within  fifteen  days 
thereafter. 

Thereafter,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
will  issue  a  final  decision  in  the  matter. 

Signed  at  Seattle,  Washington,  this  30lh 
day  of  March  1979. 
fames  W.  Lake, 

Regional  AdmwJstratoi^— OSHA. 

(FR  Doc.  TS-IHOS  Filed  S-»-7a  a4S  aai) 

8ILLINO  COOC  4S10-aS-IS 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
(TA-W-5,588,etal.] 

Adriana  Coat  Co.,  et  al.,  Jersey  City, 

N.  J.,  et  ai4  investigations  Regarding 
Certifications  of  EKgibflIty  To  Appfy  for 
Worker  AcQustment  Assistance 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  sectum  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  and 
are  identified  in  the  Appendix  to  tltis 
notice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  petitions, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has 
instituted  investigations  pursuant  to^ 
section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the 
investigations  is  to  determine  whether 
absolute  or  relative  increases  of  imports 
of  articles  like  oc  directly  competitive 
with  articles  produced  by  the  workers’ 
firm  or  an  a|q;Nropriate  subdivisiran 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 
production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
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subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as 
eligibile  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  fi,  Chapter  2,  of 
the  Act  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part 
90.  The  investigations  will  further  relate, 
as  appropriate,  to  the  determination  of 
the  date  on  which  total  or  partial 
separations  began  or  threatened  to 


begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the 
petitioners  or  any  other  persons  showing 
a  substantial  interest  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  investigations  may  request 
a  public  hearing,  provided  such  request 
is  filed  in  writing  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  July  2, 1979. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  the  investigations  to 
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the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  2, 1979. 

The  petitions  ffied  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International  * 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  O.C.  this  18th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 


PetitiofMr  Union/woricert  or 
tormer  workers  ol— 

Location 

Date 

received 

Dateof 

peWion 

Petition  Articles  produced 

Na 

6/12/79 

6/9/79 

TA-W-5.Se8  Ladies’ coats. 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.5S9  LatSes' coats. 

6/12/79 

6/1/79 

TA-W-6,590  30/2  cotton  yam. 

6/12/79 

6/1/79 

TAJM-6.591  16/1-20/1  cotton  ywa 

Avondale  Mills!  fifton  Dye  Plant  (company) 

r.A*isifM  III  ...  . 

Tifton  Oe  . 

6/12/79 

6/1/79 

TA-W-6.502  Dyeing  of  acrylc  and  cotton  yarn 

West  New  York,  N.J . . 

6/12/79 

wsm 

TA-W-6.503  Ladtos’ coats  blazers. 

Cowen  &  Frank  Yours  of  CaKfomia  (ILGWU).» 
rtentA  (It  r;wij) . . 

San  Francisco,  CaHf - - 

6/7/79 

6/12/79 

6/1/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-6,504  Juniors  dresses. 

TA-W-6.505  Ladtos'  coats. 

DAlba(ILGWU)  .  . - 

Hotioken,  NJ  - - - 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5,596  Lacies’ coats  and  raincoats. 

GWU) .  . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-S.507  Ladtos’ coats. 

Pita  (11 GWI 1)  -  .  . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.596  Ladies’ coats.  ^ 

(11  QWU) _  _ _ _ 

Hoboken,  NJ. 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.509  Ladies’ coats. 

H  and  P  (it  GWU).  _ _ 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.600  Ladies’ coats. 

6/7/79 

6/1/79 

TA-W-6,601  Cleaning  of  coal. 

Hobel  Mmirig  &  Constructton  Co..  Mno  21 
(worker^. 

j  44  ('•  owii)  . . . . 

Boone  Coun^,  W.  Va - 

Union  City.  NJ..„ . . 

6/7/79 

6/12/79 

6/1/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-S,602  Mining  of  steam  coaL 

TA-W-5,003  Lacies’ coats. 

K  and  M  (11  GWli) . . . . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-S,604  Ladies’  dresses  and  sportswear. 

LeSande  Shoe  Co.  (workers) - 

6/12/79 

5/14/79 

TA-W-5,605  Lades’ novelty  shoes. 

TA-W-5.606  Ladas’ coats. 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

Uadam  (ILGWU)  _ - . . . .  . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5,607  Lades' coats. 

UAdam(I^GWII) .  . 

Union  City,  NJ  _ 

6/12/79 

e/s/79 

TA-W-S.60e-  Ladies’  coats. 

Modem  Ck>at  Company.  Annex  (ILGWU) - 

Alir4rrkUfta  (II  GWl  1)  . 

Union  Cify,  NJ-«» - - 

6/12/79 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.009  Lades’ coats. 

TA-W-6.610  Lades’ coats. 

Oftdr  P^ohim  (II  GWVIJ)  . . . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.611  Lades’ coats. 

Bolair,  W.  Va  -.  —..... 

6/12/79 

6/7/79 

TA-W-5,612  Mine,  truck  and  load  semSstuminous  coal  and  metalurgi- 

New  York,  N.Y _ _ _ 

6/12/79 

6/4/79 

cal  coal. 

TA-W-S,613  Textile  printing  of  mens’ shirts  and  womens’ dresses. 

Ranrfy.  r.nat  (ILQ\^  ,  . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.614  Lades’ coats. 

74^  (11  GWi'l) 

Hobokea  NJ. 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5,615  Lades’ coats  and  suits. 

Winter  Scene  (ILGWU) . —  . 

Hobokea  NJ _ _ _ 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5,616  Ladies’ coats  and  suits. 

(FK  Doc.  79-19506  Filed  6-21-79;  6:45  am] 


WLUNQ  CODE  4S10-2a-M 


[TA-W-5238] 

Amboy  Knits,  Inc.,  Perth  Amboy,  N.J.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  ^e  Act 
must  be  met 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  16, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker  * 


petition  received  on  April  10, 1979  which 
was  filed  by  the  International  Ladies’ 
Garment  Workers’  Union  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
knitwear  fabrics  at  Amboy  Knits, 
Incorporated,  Perth  Amboy,  New  Jersey. 
The  investigation  revealed  that  the  plant 
produces  primarily  men’s  and  women’s 
sweaters  and  knit  shirts.  In  the 
following  determination,  without  regard 
to  whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 


Evidence  developed  during  the  course 
of  the  investigation  revealed  that 
production  and  employment  declines 
began  at  Amboy  Knits  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1979. 

A  Departmental  survey  was 
conducted  with  the  manufacturers  who 
contract  sweater  production  to  Amboy 
knits.  The  survey  revealed  that  one 
manufacturer  utilized  foreign  sources 
during  the  first  quarter  of  1979.  This 
manufacturer,  however,  increased  its 
contracts  with  Amboy  Knits  and 
decreased  its  amount  of  foreign 
contracts  in  the  first  quarter  of  1979 
compared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1978. 

Some  customers  attributed  their 
reduced  reliance  on  Amboy  Knits  to 
their  expectation  to  increase  use  of  in- 
house  production  facilities  in  1979. 
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Conchukm 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Amboy  Knits, 
Incorporated,  Perth  Amboy,  New  Jersey 
are  dented  ehgibihty  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  15lh  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management. 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18507  Filed  9-21-79.  8:45  am| 

BiLUNQ  CODE  4S10-29-M 


[TA-W-51021 

Attanttc  Products  Corp.,  General  Utility 
Bag  Division;  Jersey  City,  NJ,; 
Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  4. 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  March  30, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies*  Garment  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  vinyl  baggage  at  Atlantic 
Products  Corp.,  General  Utility  Bag 
Division,  Jersey  City.  New  Jersey. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met  It  is  concluded  that  all  of 
the  requirements  have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  luggage  increased 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1977  compared  to  1976  and 
in  1978  compared  to  1977. 

Atlantic  Prodocts  Crarp.  imports  of 
luggage  hat  mbctantially  increased  in 
1977  compared  to  1976  and  in  1978 
compared  to  1677. 

Sales  of  Adantic  Products  Corp. 
luggage  as  a  percentage  of  total  Atlantic 
Products  Coi^  luggage  sales  increased 
substantially  in  1977  compared  to  1976 
and  again  in  1978  compared  to  1977.  ‘ 


Condnsion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  ctf  m4K>rts  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  ivith  luggage 
produced  at  Atlantic  Products  Corp., 
General  Utility  Bag  DivisUm  contributed 
importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or 
pr^uction  and  to  the  total  partial 
separation  of  workms  of  that  firm.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification: 

“AU  workers  of  Atlantic  Products  Corp.. 
General  Utili^  Bag  Division,  Jersey  City. 
New  Jersey  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  em|doyiDent  on  or  after 
March  28, 1978  are  eli^ble  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  11,  Chapter 
2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.** 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  18th  day 
of  June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration  and  Planning. 

pv  Doc.  TS-ISSOS  FUed  S-21-7K  WM  am) 
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[TA-W-5281] 

Atomic  Textile  Co.,  Inc.,  Fort  Lee,  N.J4 
Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Acgustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  US.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  aftirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  25, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  20, 1979  which 
was  tiled  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  sweaters  and 
baby  shawls  at  Atomic  Textiles.  The 
investigation  revealed  that  the  correct 
name  of  the  crenpany  is  Atomic  Textile 
Company,  Incorpreated.  It  is  concluded 
that  all  of  the  requirements  have  been 
met 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
children’s  sweaters  increased  both 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  from  1975  to  1976.  Imports  of 
sweaters  in  1977  were  greater  than  the 
average  level  of  imports  for  the  years  . 
1973  ^ough  1976.  ’The  ratio  of  imports 
of  sweaters  to  domestic  production  (IP 
ratio)  exceeded  140  percent  in  1976  and 


in  1977.  Hie  IP  ratio  in  1977  was  higher 
than  the  average  IP  ratio  for  the  period 
1973  throu^  1976.  *1111#  ratio  is  not  yet 
available  for  1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
sweaters,  knit  cardigans  and  pullovers 
increased  absolutely  from  1976  to  1977 
and  from  1977  to  1978;  imports  coqtinued 
to  increase  in  the  first  quarter  of  1979 
when  comjiard  to  the  same  quarter  of 
1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  baby  blankets,  which 
includes  baby  shawls,  increased 
absolutely  from  1977  to  1978  and  during 
the  first  quarter  of  1979  when  compared 
to  the  same  quarter  in  1978.  The  ratio  of 
imports  to  domestic  production 
increased  from  1977  to  1978. 

A  Department  of  Labre  investigation 
revealed  that  Atomic  Textile  Company, 
Incorporated  manufactured  baby  shawls 
and  producd  men’s  and  ladies’  sweaters 
on  a  contract  basis.  A  Departmental 
survey  of  customers  who  purchased 
baby  shawls  from  Atomic  indicated  that 
customers  decreased  purdiases  from 
Atomic  from  1977  to  1978  and  increased 
pruchases  of  imports.  ’The  survey  results 
also  showed  that  several  of  Atomic’s 
customers  had  decliniiig  sales.  A  survey 
of  these  tirms’  retail  customers  indicated 
that  the  retail  customers  decreased 
purchases  from  Atomic’s  customers  and 
increased  piuxhases  of  imported  baby 
shawls  in  1978  compared  to  1977. 

A  Departmental  survey  of  men’s  and 
ladies’  sweater  manufacturers  indicated 
that  several  tirms  decreased  contract 
work  with  Atomic  from  1977  to  and 
increased  either  purchases  of  imported 
sweaters  or  contracts  with  foreign 
sources. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  men's  and 
ladies’  sweaters  and  baby  shawls 
produced  at  Atomic  Textile  Company, 
Incorporated,  Fort  Lee.  New  Jersey 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
sales  or  production  and  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  wrekers  of  tliat 
tirm.  in  accredance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  fotiowing 
certitication: 

'’AH  workers  of  Atomic  Textile  Company. 
Incorporated,  Fort  Lee,  New  Jersey  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
emphryment  on  or  a'fer  July  10, 1978  and 
before  April  30, 19”'^  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assstap*  e  under  Title  n.  Chapter 
2'of  tire  Trade  Act  nt  1^4." 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  19th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19509  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILLMQ  CODE  4S10-28-M 


[TA-W-5.574,  et  al.] 

A.T.P.  Processing,  Ltd.,  et  al.; 
Paterson,  N  J.,  et  ai.;  Investigations 
Regarding  Certifications  of  Eligibiiity 
To  Apply  for  Worker  adjustment 
assistance 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  section  221(a) 
ofthe  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  and 
are  identified  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
notice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  petitions, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has 
instituted  investigations  pursuant  to  - 
section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 


The  purpose  of  each  of  the 
investigations  is  to  determine  whether 
absolute  or  relative  increases  of  imports 
of  articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  articles  produced  by  the  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdividion 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 
production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The 
investigations  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial 
separations  began  or  threatened  to 
begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the 
petitioners  or  any  other  persons  showing 


a  substantial  ihterest  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  investigations  may  request 
a  public  hearing,  provided  such  request 
is  filed  in  writi^  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  July  2. 1979. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  the  investigations  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  2, 1979. 

The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  15th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 


Appendix 


Pedtionar:  (Unkxi/wortiera  or 
former  workers  of— 

Location 

D«te 

rocoiv0d 

Date  of 
petition 

Petition 

No. 

Articles  produced 

A.T.P.  Processmo,  LTD  (ACTWU) _ 

Paterson,  N  J _ 

6/12/79 

6/6/79  . 

TA-W-5,574 

Dyed  print  and  finishM  fabrics  tor  men's  shirts  and 

Berbardi  Fashions  (ILGWU) . . . 

Jersey  City,  NJ _ _ _ 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5,575 

women’s  WMT. 

Ladies'  coats. 

Brierwood  Stx>e  C(^.  (company)  . . . 

Kutztown,  Pa . . . 

6/14/79 

6/13/79 

T/^-W-5,576 

Headquarters  and  men's,  women's  and  children's  shoes. 

Brierwood  Shoe  Corp.,  Wenton  Shoe  Division 

Kutztown,  Pa . 

6/14/79 

6/13/79 

TA-W-5,577 

Men's,  women's  and  children's  shoes. 

(company). 

Brierwood  Shoe  Corp.,  Wenton  Shoe  Division 

Bemville,  Pa . . . 

6/14/79 

6/13/79 

TA-W-5,578 

Men’s,  women’s  and  children's  shoes. 

(company). 

Brierwood  Shoe  Corp.,  Wenton  Shoe  Division 

Westminster,  Md . . 

6/14/79 

6/13/79 

TA-W-5.579 

Men's,  women's  and  children's  shoes. 

(company). 

Cosmip  Fashions  (ILGWU) . 

Hoboken,  N.J . . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.560 

Ladies’  garments. 

Craftsman  Coat  Co.,  Inc.  (ILGWU) . . 

Hoboken,  N.J . . . . 

6/12/79 

6/7/79 

TA-W-5,5ei 

Ladies'  coats  and  suits. 

Genoa  (ILGWU). . . . . 

Hoboken,  N.J . . . . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.582 

Ladies'  coats. 

Italian  Fashions  (ILGWU) . — _  - 

Hoboken,  NJ....„ . — _ _ _ _ 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-6,563 

Ladies'  coats. 

Jersey  Made  (ILGWU) _  _ _ 

Hoboken,  N.J .  . . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.564 

Ladies'  coats. 

Kleinert's  Inc.  (company) . . . . 

Kutztown,  Pa . 

6/14/79 

6/13/79 

TA-W-5,565 

Men's,  women's  and  children's  shoes. 

M.C.M.  (ILGWU) . . . . 

Hoboken,  NJ... . . . - 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.586 

Ladies'  coats. 

M.C.R.  (ILGWU)...- . - . - 

Hoboken,  NJ . . . 

6/12/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5,587 

Ladies'  coats. 

'  H  Doc.  79-19510  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 
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[TA-W-5234] 

Beth-Elkhorn  Coal  Corp.,  Mine  No.  22, 
Jenkins,  Ky.;  Negative  Determination 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 


In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  16, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  10, 1979  which 
was  filed  by  the  United  Mine  Workers 
of  America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  mining  coal  at  Mine  No. 


22  of  the  Beth-Elkhom  Coal  Corporation, 
Jenkins,  Kentucky.  In  the  following 
determination,  without  regard  to 
whether  any  of  the  criteria  have  been 
met,  the  following  criterion  has  not  been 
met: 

that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 


36512 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  122  /  Friday,  June  22,  1979  /  Notices 


Beth-Elkhom  is  a  wholly  owned 
subsidiary  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corporation.  Bethlehem  utilizes  Beth- 
Elkhom  to  supply  its  need  for 
metallurgical  grade  coal.  Sources  stated 
that  the  quality  of  the  coal  remaining  in 
Mine  No.  22  has  been  declining  and  that 
it  is  no  longer  suitable  for  coking.  In 
early  1978  Beth-Elkhom  began  selling 
bituminous  coal  from  Mine  No.  22  to 
customers  producing  steam.  By  August 
of  1978  all  of  the  output  from  the  mine 
was  being  sold  to  customers  producing 
steam.  U.S.  imports  of  steam  coal  are 
negiligible,  well  less  than  1  percent. 

During  the  certifiable  period  when  a 
part  of  Mine  No.  22's  output  was  still 
being  sold  for  metallurgical  coal 
purposes,  April-July  1978,  production 
increased  compared  to  the  same  period 
in  1977,  excluding  the  strike  period  in 
July,  1977. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Mine  No.  22  of  the  Beth- 
Elkhom  Coal  Corporation,  Jenkins, 
Kentucky  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  15th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19511  Filed  fr-21-79. 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  £OOE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-5,559,  et  al.] 

Black  Diamond  Service  Co.,  Inc.  et  ai., 
Fayettesville,  W.  Va.,  et  al.; 
Investigations  Regarding 
Certifications  of  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  section  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  and 
are  identified  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
notice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  petitions, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has 
instituted  investigations  pursuant  to 
section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

•  The  purpose  of  each  of  the 
investigations  is  to  determine  whether 
absolute  or  relative  increases  of  imports 
of  articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  articles  produced  by  the  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 
production,  or  both,  of  such  Hrm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in 


accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The 
investigations  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial 
separations  began  or  threatened  to 
begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the 
petitioners  or  any  other  persons  showing 
a  substantial  interest  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  investigations  may  request 
a  public  hearing,  provided  such  request 
is  filed  in  writing  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  July  2, 1979. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  the  investigations  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustm.ent 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  2, 1979. 

The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 


Appendix 


Petitioner:  Union/wortters  or 
former  workers  of— 

Location 

Date 

received 

Date  of 
petitKxi 

Petition 

No. 

Articles  produced 

Black  Diamond  Service  Co.,  Inc.  (workers). _ 

Fayetteville,  W.  Va . 

6/11/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5.559 

Buy  and  sell  used  mining  equipment  also  manufardure 
roof-bolters. 

Casuals  of  Maine  (workers) . 

Lewiston,  Maine . . 

6/11/79 

6/5/79 

TA-W-5,560 

Men's  and  women's  shoes. 

Comfort  Products  Company  (workers) _ 

Worcester,  Mass _ 

6/11/79 

6/1/79 

TA-W-5.561 

House  slippers. 

L  B.  Evans  &  Sons  Coimp^  (workers) . 

Wakefield,  Mass . 

6/11/79 

6/7/79 

TA-W-5,562 

Slippers  and  shoes. 

Fortex  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.  (ACTWU).. . 

Fort  Deposit,  Ala . - . . 

6/7/79 

6/1/79 

TA-W-5.663 

Boxer  shorts,  logging  shorts,  ladies'  blouses,  pajamas 
and  men's  shirts. 

Fortex  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.  (ACTWU) . 

Greenville,  Ala.  (Commerce  St.) 

6/7/79 

6/1/79 

TA-W-5,564 

Sewing  boxer  shorts,  jogging  shorts,  ladies’  blouses,  pa¬ 
jamas  and  men’s  shirts. 

Fortex  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.  (ACTWU) _ 

Greenville,  Ala.  (Thamen  St.) . 

6/7/79 

6/1/79 

TA-W-5.565 

Cutting  boxer  shorts,  jogging  shorts,  ladies'  blouses,  pa¬ 
jamas  and  men's  shirts. 

Green  Valley  Mining  Corporation  (workers) ..... 

Pearl  River,  N.Y . 

6/7/79 

5/30/79 

TA-W-5.566 

Minirtg  of  coal. 

Island  Creek  Coal  Company,  Northern  Divi¬ 
sion.  Birch  2A  Mine  (U.M.W.A.). 

Craigsville,  W.  Va . - . 

6/11/79 

6/7/79 

TA-W-5,567 

Mining  and  transporting  of  coai. 

Lynn  Dale  Coal  Co.,  Inc.,  Mine  #2  (workers)... 

Rainelle,  W.  Va..- . 

6/7/79 

5/21/79 

TA-W-5,568 

Mining  of  coal. 

Manila  Mining  Company  (workers) . 

Madisrxi,  Va . 

6/11/79 

6/4/79 

TA-W-5,569 

Mining  of  steam  rxial. 

Playskool,  Inc.,  Touhy  Avenue  Division  (work¬ 
ers). 

Roanoke  Fashions,  Division  of  Tultex  Corp. 
(workers). 

Chicago,  III . . 

,6/11/79 

5/30/79 

TA-W-5.570 

Injection  molding  of  toys. 

Chilhowie,  VA..... . 

6/11/79 

5/30/79 

TA-W-5,571 

Beach  jackets,  jogger  shorts.  "T”  shirts,  sweat  shirts 
and  g^'s  rompers. 

Stnith  of  Galeton  Gloves  (workers) . . . 

Galeton,  Pa . . - . 

6/11/79 

6/4/79 

TA-W-5.572 

Leather  gloves. 

Toler,  Browning  ft  Toler  Mining  Company  Whamdiff,  W.  Va . 

(workers). 

6/7/79 

6/1/79 

TA-W-5.573 

Contract  mining  of  coal. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19512  Filed  6-21-79;  B;45  am] 
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[TA-W-5284] 

Carta  Leather,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.; 
Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  alHrmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  25, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  9, 1979  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers  ‘ 
producing  shearling  leather  goods,  coats, 
jackets,  and  skirts  at  Carla  Leather, 
Incorporated,  New  York,  New  York.  It  is 
concluded  that  all  of  the  requirements 
have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  leather  coats  and 
jackets  increased  absolutely  and 
relative  to  domestic  production  in  1978 
compared  to  1977  and  increased 
absolutely  in  the  hrst  quarter  of  1979 
compared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1978. 

Imports  of  leather  coats  and  jackets 
by  Carla  Leather  increased  in  value  in 
1978  compared  to  1977  and  accounted 
for  a  greater  percentage  of  total 
company  sales  in  1978  compared  to 
1977. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  leather 
coats  and  jackets  produced  at  Carla 
Leather,  Incorporated,  New  York,  New 
York  contributed  importantly  to  the 
decline  in  sales  or  production  and  to  the 
total  or  partial  separation  of  workers  of 
that  firm.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the 
following  certiHcation: 

"All  workers  of  Carla  Leather, 
Incorporated,  New  York,  New  York  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  September  8, 1978  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974." 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  15th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Harry  J.  Gilman, 

Supervisory  International  Economist,  Office 
of  Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19513  Hied  e-»-79;  8:45  am] 
nUJNO  CODE  4S10-2S-M 


[TA-W-54071 

CMM,  Inc.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein 'presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  16, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  May  14, 1979  which 
was  filed  by  the  International  Ladies’ 
Garment  Workers’  Union  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
wedding  and  bridesmaid  gowns  at 
CMM,  Incorporated,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania.  In  the  following 
determination,  without  regard  to 
whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales'or  production. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
children’s  dresses  decreased  from  1976 
to  1977,  increased  from  1977  to  1978  and 
then  declined  in  the  first  quarter  of  1979 
when  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1978.  Industry  sources  stated  that 
wedding  and  bridesmaid  gowns  are 
rarely  imported.  Foreign  producers  have 
tended  to  avoid  manufacturing  these 
gowns  for  export  because  the  small 
volume  of  sales  makes  successful  entry 
into  the  U.S.  market  uncertain. 

A  Departmental  investigation 
revealed  that  CMM,  Incorporated 
produces  wedding  and  bridesmaids 
gowns  on  a  contract  basis  for  one 
manufacturer.  A  survey  of  this 
manufacturer  revealed  that  it  neither 
utilizes  foreign  contractors  for  the 
production  of  gowns  nor  imports  any 
finished  gowns.  In  addition,  sales  of  this 
manufacturer  have  increased  in  each 
year  since  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  virorkers  of  CMM,  Incorporated, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 


assistance  under  Title  11,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  19th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doa  79-19514  Filed  S-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-5268] 

Going  On  Sportswear,  Inc., 

Hauppauge,  N.Y.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eiigibiiity  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certiHcation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certihcation 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  18, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  10, 1979  which 
was  fried  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  ladies’  and 
juniors’  sportswear  at  the  Hauppauge. 
New  York  facility  of  Going  On 
Sportswear,  Inc.  The  investigation 
revealed  that  Going  On  Sportswear,  Inc. 
primarily  produces  ladies’  and  juniors’ 
pants  and  skirts  and  to  a  lesser  extent 
ladies’  and  juniors  blouses  and  shirts. 
The  investigation  was  expanded  to 
include  the  New  York  Ci^,  New  York 
facility  of  Going  On  Sportswear. 

In  the  following  determination,  at 
least  one  of  the  criteria  has  not  been 
met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  frnn  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

In  the  fourth  quarter  of  1977,  Going  On 
Sportswear  began  to  import  ladies’ 
Sportswear  through  two  wholly  owned 
subsidiaries  (Sunday’s  Workclothes,  , 
Inc.,  and  Headline  Sportswear,  Inc.). 
This  influx  of  imported  garments  caused 
Going  On  Sportswear  to  actually 
increase  employment  in  1978  compared 
to  1977.  Thus  the  company’s  viability 
depended  on  its  imported  sportswear. 
When  diffrculties  were  experienced  with 
these  imports.  Going  On  Sportswear 


entered  a  period  of  financial  distress 
and  was  eventually  forced  to  cease  all 
activities. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  New  York,  New  York 
and  Hauppauge,  New  York  facilities  of 
Going  On  Sportswear,  Inc.  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  11th  day 
June  1979. 

Harry }.  Gilman, 

Supervisory  International  Economist,  Office 
of  Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19515  Filed  S-21-79;  8:45  am) 
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ITA-W-5275] 


Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Interstate  Mining 
Company,  Mine  #1,  Mohawk,  West 
Virginia  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  imder  Title  II, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  18th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

FR  Doc.  79-19516  Filed  6-21-79;  6:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4S10-2S-M 


ITA-W-52601 

Kim  Michaels,  Inc,,  Burlington,  N.J.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 


Rim  Michaels,  Incorporated  ceased 
production  on  March  2, 1979.  Production 
was  transferred  from  Kim  Michaels  to 
its  parent  firm,  Riverview  Sportswear  in 
Riverside,  New  Jersey. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Kim  Michaels, 
Incorporated,  Burlington,  New  Jersey,  a 
division  of  Riverview  Sportswear, 
Incorporated,  Riverside,  New  Jersey  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for^adjustment 
assistance  imder  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  15th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19517  Filed  6-21-79;  6:45  am) 

BaXINO  CODE  4510-2S-M 


Interstate  Mining  Co.,  Mine  No.  1, 
Mohawk,  W.  Va.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regrding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  23, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  2, 1979  which 
was  filed  by  the  United  Mine  Workes  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  low  volatile 
metallurgical  coal  at  the  Interstate 
Mining  Company,  Mine  #1,  Mohawk, 
West  Virginia.  In  the  following 
determination,  at  least  one  of  the 
criteria  has  not  been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

•  There  was  a  United  Mine  Workers  of 
America  strike  in  December  1977  to 
March  1978.  There  was  also  a  Norfolk 
and  Western  Railroad  strike  from  July 
1978  toOctober  1978.  Except  for  these 
periods  employment  levels  at  the 
Interstate  Mining  Company,  Mine  #1, 
were  stable  in  the  last  three  quarters  of 

1978,  and  increased  in  January-April 

1979. 


In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  ^e  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  18, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  12, 1979  which 
was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  women’s 
skirts  and  pants  at  Kim  Michaels, 
Incorporated,  Burlington,  New  Jersey,  a 
division  of  Riverview  Sportswear, 
Incorporated  Riverside,  New  Jersey.  In 
the  following  determination,  without 
regard  to  whether  any  of  the  other 
criteria  have  been  met,  the  following 
criterion  has  not  been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  v/ith  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

Kim  Michaels,  Incorporated,  a 
division  of  Riverview  Sportswear, 
Incorporated,  operated  as  a  cut  and  sew 
plant  producing  women’s  skirts  and 
pants.  Riverview  Sportswear, 
Incorporated  acted  as  the  central  and 
sales  office  for  Kim  Michaels  and  two 
other  cut  and  sew  plants.  Production 
and  sales  of  women’s  skirts  and  pants  at 
Riverview  Sportswear  increased  in 
value  in  1977  compared  with  1976,  in 
1978  compared  with  1977,  and  during  the 
first  four  months  of  1979  compared  with 
the  same  period  of  1978. 


[TA-W-5244] 

Lee-Norse  Co.,  Beckley,  W.  Va.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
CTrade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  16, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  10, 1979  which 
was  filed  by  the  Chauffeurs,  Teamsters  v 
and  Helpers  Union  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing 
underground  mining  machines  at  the 
Lee-Norse  Company,  Beckley,  West 
Virginia.  In  the  following  determination, 
at  least  one  of  the  criteria  has  not  been 
met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and^to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production.  • 

Mining  machinery  cannot  be 
considered  to  be  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  coke  as  alleged  on  the 
petition.  Imports  of  mining  machinery 
must  be  considered  in  determining 
import  injury  to  workers  producing 
mining  machinery  at  the  Lee-Norse 
Company,  Beckley,  West  Virginia. 
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United  States  imports  of  mining 
machinery  declined  both  absolutely  and 
relative  to  domestic  production  in  1978 
compared  to  1977.  In  1978,  the  value  of 
exports  exceeded  that  of  imports  by 
over  four  and  one  half  times. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  Lee-Norse  Company, 
Beckley,  West  Virginia  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  15th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19518  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-2S-M 


ITA-W-55411 

Moncio  Mining  Co.,  Sharpies,  W.  Va.; 
Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  June  8, 1979  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  June  4, 1979 
which  was  Bled  by  the  United  Mine 
Workers  Union  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  mining  coal  at  the 
Mcmclo  Mining  Company,  Sharpies, 
West  Virginia. 

The  Moncio  Mining  Company  has 
mined  coal  since  October,  1978.  Due  to 
the  short  term  of  operation  of  the 
Moncio  Mining  Company  there  is  not 
sufHcient  information  in  this  case  upon 
which  to  base  a  determination.  In 
addition,  worker  qualifying 
requirements  in  section  231  of  the  Act 
may  not  be  met.  Consequently,  the 
investigation  has  been  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  13th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19519  Filed  5-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-2S-M 


[TA-W-5340,  et  al.] 

Olga  Coal  Co.,  et  al.;  McDowell  County, 
W.  Va.,  et  al.;  Negative  Determination 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

Olga  Coal  Company;  Caretta  Mine  No.  4  (TA¬ 
W-5340);  War  Creek  Mine  No.  5  (TA-W- 
5341);  Road  Fork  Mine  No.  2  (TA-W-5342); 
Olga  Mine  (TA-W-5343);  and  Olga 
Preparation  Plant  (TA-W-5344),  McDowell 
County,  W.Va. 


In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certiBcation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  were  initiated  on 
May  2, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  23, 1979  which 
was  bled  by  the  United  Mine  Workers 
of  America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  mining  coal  at  the 
following  facilities  of  Olga  Coal 
Company:  Caretta  Mine  No.  4,  War 
Creek  Mine  No.  5,  Road  Fork  Mine  No. 

2,  Olga  Mine;  and  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  cleaning  coal  at  the 
Olga  Preparation  Plant  of  Olga  Coal 
Company,  McDowell  County.  West 
Virginia.  In  the  following  determination, 
without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the 
following  miterion  has  not  been  met: 

That  increase  of  imports  of  artides  like  or 
directly  competitive  «dth  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  inoduction. 

Sales  and  production  of  coal  by  Olga 
Coal  Company  (Caretta  Mine  No.  4. 
Road  Fork  Mine  No.  2,  Olga  Mine  and 
Olga  Preparation  Plant),  excluding  the 
periods  of  the  strike  by  the  United  Mine 
Workers  of  America  from  December  5, 

1977  through  March  27, 1978,  and  the 
strike  at  the  N  &  W  Railroad  from  July  7 
through  October  10, 1978,  increased  in 

1978  compared  with  1977.  Sales  and 
production  of  coal  in  the  non-strike 
months  of  April,  May,  June,  October  and 
November  were  greater  in  1978  than  in 
the  corresponding  months  in  1977. 
Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  mines  also  increased  in  the  non¬ 
strike  months  of  1978  compared  with  the 
same  months  in  1977. 

Olga  Coal  Company’s  War  Creek 
Mine  No.  5  was  heavily  damaged  by  a 
frre  in  July  1978.  Coal  mining  operations 
at  the  mine  never  resumed  and  the  mine 
was  permanently  shut  down  in 
December  1978.  All  production  workers 
were  laid  off  by  the  end  of  1978. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Olga  Coal  Company 
(Caretta  Mine  No.  4,  War  Creek  Mine 
No.  5.  Road  Fork  Mine  No.  2,  Olga  Mine 
and  Olga  Preparation  Plant),  McDowell 
County,  West  Virginia  are  denied 


eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  18th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc  79-19520  Filed  5-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-5262] 

Perennial  Print  Corp.,  Paterson,  N  J.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

bi  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  secticxi  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  Initiated  on 
April  18, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  16, 1979  which 
was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  printing  fabric  at 
Perennial  Print  Corporation,  Paterson, 
New  Jersey.  In  the  following 
determination,  without  regard  to 
whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met.  the.  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  er  production. 

Evidence  developed  during  the  course 
of  the  investigation  revealed  that 
Perennial  Print  Corporation  prints 
woven  and  knit  finished  fabric  on  a 
contractual  basis  for  fabric  converters. 

A  Departmental  survey  was 
conducted  with  the  converters  from 
whom  Perennial  Print  Corporation 
received  contract  work.  Thd  survey 
revealed  that  the  converters' did  not 
purchase  imported  printed  fabric  in 
1976, 1977  or  1978. 

A  secondary  survey  was  conducted 
with  apptu^l  manufacturers,  who  are  the 
customers  of  the  fabric  converters.  This 
survey  revealed  that  the  apparel 
manufacfrners  did  not  purdiase 
imported  fabric. 
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Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that  • 
all  workers  of  Perennial  Print 
Corporation.  Paterson,  New  Jersey  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II.  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  15th  day 
of  June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc  7S-19521  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-2t-M 


ITA-W-52991 

Seal  Tanning  Co^  Manchester,  N.H4 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
detesmination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  25, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  23, 1979  which 
was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Meat 
Cutters  and  Butcher  Workmen  of  North 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  finished 
leather  for  shoe  uppers  at  Seal  Tanning 
Company.  Manchester,  New  Hampshire. 
Without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  fte 
following  criterion  has  not  been  met 

That  increase  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

Evidence  developed  during  the  course 
of  the  investigation  revealed  that 
imports  of  tanned  and  finished 
cattlehides  increased  both  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  production  and 
consumption  from  1977  to  1978,  and 
continued  to  increase  absolutely  during 
the  first  quarter  of  1979  compared  to  tlm 
same  period  in  1978. 

Seal  Tanning  Company  tans  and 
finished  leather  predominantly  for  use 
as  shoe  uppers.  The  petition  alleges  that 
increased  imports  of  shoes  have  caused 
a  large  drop  in  the  demand  for  the 
finished  leather  manufactured  by  Seal 


Tanning.  Some  of  the  Customers  of  Seal 
Tanning  who  were  surveyed  indicated 
they  reduced  purchases  of  finished 
leather  from  Seal  Tanning  because  of 
the  negative  impact  that  imported  shoes 
have  had  on  their  domestic  shoe 
production. 

Imports  of  shoes  which  incorporate 
the  finished  leather  are  not  “like  or 
directly  competitive”  with  finished 
leather  within  the  meaning  of  Section 
222  (3)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  reviewt  1  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Seal  Tanning  Company, 
Manchester.  New  Hampshire  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  imder  Title^ll,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  19tfa  day 
of  June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management. 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19522  Piled  6-21-79. 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4S1«-2a-M 


[TA-W-5096] 

Specialty  Leather  Goods  Co.,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.;  Negative  Determination 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trada  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
'  results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  30, 1979,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  March  26, 1979, 
which  w'as  filed  by  the  Leather  Goods, 
Plastics,  Handbags  and  Novelty 
Workers  Union  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  men's 
and  ladies'  wallets  and  french  purses  at 
Specialty  Leather  Goods  Company, 
Incorporated,  New  York,  New  York.  The 
investigation  revealed  that  the  plant 
produces  primarily  men's  wallets.  In  the 
following  determination,  without  regard 
to  whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 


threat- thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production.  , 

Customers  of  Specialty  Leather  Goods 
Company,  Incorporated  were  surveyed 
by  the  Department  None  of  the 
respondents  in  the  survey  decreased 
purchases  of  men's  wallets  from  the 
subject  firm  while  increasing  imports  of 
men's  wallets  in  1978  compared  to  1977  • 
or  in  the  first  quarter  of  1979  compared 
to  the  first  quarter  of  1978. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Specialty  Leather  Goods 
Company,  Incorporated,  New  York,  New 
York  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  U. 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th  day 
of  June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management,  . 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc  79-19623  Filed  6-21-79;  6:4^  an) 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-a6-M 


[TA-W-53671 

Theber,  Inc.,  Bridgeton,  NJ4 
Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assignee 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  8, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  May  1, 1979  which 
was  filed  by  die  Amalgamated  Clothing 
and  Textile  Worker's  Union  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
boys'  pants  at  Theber,  Incorporated. 
Bridgeton,  New  Jersey.  It  is  concluded 
that  all  of  the  requirements  have  been 
met. 

U.S.  imports  of  men's  and  boys'  dress 
and  sport  trousers  and  shorts  increased 
from  1977  and  1978.  U.S.  imports  of 
men's  and  boys’  tailored  suits  increased 
during  the  first  quarter  of  1979  compared 
to  the  same  period  of  1978. 

Theber,  Incorporated  produces  boys’ 
pants  on  contract  for  one  manufacturer. 
That  manufacturer  sells  the  pants, 
together  with  coats  and  vests,  as  boys' 
suits.  A  Department  survey,  conducted 
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with  customers  of  the  manufacturer, 
revealed  that  these  customers  decreased 
purchases  of  boys’  suits  from  the 
manufacturer  during  the  hrst  quarter  of 
1979.  The  survey  further  revealed  that 
these  customers  increased  purchases  of 
boys’  suits  from  foreign  sources  from 
1977  to  1978  and  continued  to  do  so  in 
1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  boys’  pants 
produced  at  Theber,  Incorporated, 
Bridgeton,  New  Jersey  contributed 
importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or 
production  and  to  the  total  or  partial  • 
separation  of  workers  of  that  firm.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification: 

"All  workers  of  Theber,  Incorporated, 
Bridgeton,  New  Jersey  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  November  28, 1978  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  11, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  apd  Planning. 

|FR  Doc  7S-1S524  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-53111 

Victory  Clothes  Co.,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.;  Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmateive 
determination  and  issue  a  certiHcation 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  26, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  24, 1979  which 
was  fried  by  the  Amalgmated  Clothing 
and  Textile  Workers  Union  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
men’s  suits  and  sportcoats  and  ladies’ 
suits  at  Victory  Clothes  Company, 
Incorporated,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania.  The  investigation 
revealed  that  the  plant  produces 
primarily  ladies’  suits.  In  the  following 
determination,  without  regard  to 


whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  tha  absolute  decline  in' 
sales  or  production. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  and 
children’s  suit  (including  pantsuits  and 
jumpsuits)  increased  in  1978  compared 
to  1977.  January-March  1979  imports  of 
women’s,  misses’,  and  children’s  suits 
(including  pantsuits  and  jumpsuits) 
declined  compared  to  imports  levels  in 
the  frrst  quarter  of  1978. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  tailored 
suits  declined  in  1978  compared  to  1977. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  outer 
coats  and  jackets  declined  in  1978 
compared  to  1977.  Imports  of  men’s  and 
boys’  tailored  suits  increased  in  the  frrst 
quarter  of  1979  compared  to  the  frrst 
quarter  of  1978. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  outer 
coats  and  jackets  declined  in  1978 
compared  to  1977.  Imports  of  men’s  and 
boys’  outer  coats  also  declined  in  the 
frrst  quarter  of  1979  compared  to  1978 
import  levels. 

Victory  Clothes  Company, 
Incorporated’s  largest  customer  in  1978 
was  a  manufacturer  of  ladies,  suits.  In 
the  frrst  quarter  of  1979,  Victory  Clothes 
Company,  Incorporated's  largest 
customer  increased  in-house  production 
while  reducing  purchases  from  Victory  ' 
Clothes  Company,  Incorporated  and 
from  other  domestic  contractors. 

Other  surveyed  customers  of  Victory 
Clothes  Company.  Incorporated 
decreased  orders  from  the  subject  firm 
and  other  domestic  manufacturers.  None 
of  the  customers  surveyed  used  offshore 
contractors. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Victory  Clothes  Company, 
Incorporated,  Philadelphia. 

Pennsylvania  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  19th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc  7S-10525  FHed  6-21-79-.  8:45  am) 
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[TA-W-5266] 

Wiley  Manufacturing  Co.,  Port  Deposit, 
Md.;  Negative  Determination 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance 'with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certifrcation 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  18, 1979  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  12, 1979  which 
was  fried  by  the  Industrial  Union  of 
Marine  and  Shipbuilding  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  ocean  going 
ships  and  cranes  at  the  Port  Deposit, 
Maryland  facility  of  the  Wiley 
Manufacturing  Company.  The 
investigation  revealed  that  the  company 
primarily  produces  fabricated  plate 
metal  products  for  marine  use.  In  the 
following  determination,  at  least  one  of 
the  criteria  has  not  been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  Wiley  Manufacturing  Company 
produces  a  wide  range  of  fabricated 
metal  products  designed  for  marine 
applications.  All  of  the  company’s 
business  is  secured  through  competitive 
bids.  The  investigation  revealed  that 
none  of  the  bids  made  by  the  Wiley 
Manufacturing  Company  in  1977, 1978  or 
in  tne  frrst  quarter  of  1979  were  lost  to 
foreign  competitors. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  Wiley  Manufacturing 
Company  in  Port  Deposit,  Maryland  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  H,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  18th  day  of 
June  1979. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning, 

(FR  Doc  7S-19S26  FUed  6-21-79:  S;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-2S-M 


Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs 

Proposed  Revision  of  Certain 
Information  Required  on  Annual 
Reports 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  revision  of 
form. 

! 

summary:  This  document  contains 
proposed  revisions  of  the  Forms  5500, 
5500-C,  and  5500-K  (annual  return/ 
report  forms)  filed  under  the  Employee 
Retirement  Income  Security  Act  of  1974 
(the  Act)  and  of  the  Schedule  A 
(insurance  information)  which  is 
attached  by  certain  employee  benefit 
plans  to  the  annual  return/ report.  If 
adopted,  the  revisions  would  affect  the 
reporting  of  certain  information  relating 
to  the  acquisition  of  insurance  coverage 
by  employee  benefit  plans. 
date:  Written  comments  concerning  the 
proposed  revisions  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  on  or  before  August  21. 
1979. 

addresses:  Written  comments  should 
be  addressed  to  "Schedule  A,"  Office  of 
Reporting  and  Plan  Standards,  Pension 
and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4461,  200 
Constitution  Avenue.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

All  written  comments  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Public  Documents  Room,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs.  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4477,  200 
Constitution  Avenue.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTAC^. 

Wayland  Coe,  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefit  Programs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  Washington,  D.C.  20216,  (202) 
523-6805.  This  is  not  a  toll  free  number. 
SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Department  has 
under  consideration  proposed  revisions 
to  Forms  5500,  5500-C.  and  5500-K 
(annual  retum/report  forms)  and  to  the 
Schedule  A  on  which  insurance 
information  is  reported  annually  to  the 
Department  by  employee  benefit  plans, 
any  of  whose  benefits  are  provided  by 
an  insurance  company  or  similar 
organization. 

Section  103(e)  of  the  Act  requires  that 
employee  benefit  plans  for  which  any 


benefits  under  the  plan  are  purchased 
from  and  guaranteed  by  an  insurance 
company,  insurance  service  or  other 
similar  organization,  shall  include  in 
their  annual  report,  among  other  things, 
“the  names  and  addresses  of  the 
brokers,  agents,  or  other  persons  to 
whom  commissions  or  fees  were  paid, 
the  amount  paid  to  each,  and  for  what 
purpose.”  The  Department  has 
implemented  this  statutory  provision  in 
Item  3  of  the  Schedule  A  (5500  series). 

The  format  of  Item  3  for  plan  years 
beginning  in  1975  cmd  1976  required  the 
reporting  of  all  insurance  commissions 
and  fees  paid  to  insurance  agents.  A 
niunber  of  commentators  argued  that 
this  requirement  was  too  broad  because 
it  would  include,  for  example,  the 
payment  of  “override  commissions"  to 
general  agents.  These  commentators 
argued  that  the  disclosure  of  override 
commissions  would  be  misleading 
because  it  would  suggest  that  insurance 
companies  which  utUize  general 
agencies  were  paying  hi^er 
commissions  than  companies  which 
employed  branch  managers,  since, 
branch  managers’  salaries  were  not 
required  to  be  disclosed  although  the 
functions  of  a  general  agent  and  a 
branch  manager  were  similar.  The 
commentators  also  pointed  out  that  it  is 
the  commission  paid  to  the  soliciting 
agent,  who  deals  directly  with  the  plan, 
which  should  be  the  focus  of  any 
disclosure  requirement  In  light  of  these 
comments,  Item  3  for  plan  year  1977  was 
revised  to  require  the  disclosure  of 
commissions  paid  only  to  soliciting 
agents. 

Item  3  also  was  revised  for  plan  year 
1977  to  require  that  first  year  and 
renewal  commissions  be  reported 
separately.  The  purpose  of  this  revision 
was  to  obtain  information  with  respect 
to  the  replacement  of  insurance  policies 
and  the  commissions  generated  by  such 
replacements. 

Soon  after  the  publication  of  the 
revised  Schedule  A  for  1977  plan  years, 
the  Department  received  a  number  of 
requests  urging  further  changes  to  the 
form  or,  in  the  alternative,  a  deferral  of 
the  effectiveness  of  the  new 
requirements,  in  order  to  provide 
insurance  companies  and  plans 
sufficient  time  to  comply  with  the 
changes.  In  light  of  these  comments,  the 
Department  announced  on  March  8, 

1978,  that  plans  would  have  the  option 
of  using  either  the  1976  or  1977  format 
for  plan  year  1977.  This  option  was 
continued  for  plan  year  1978. 

The  Department  now  is  proposing 
further  revisions  to  the  Schedule  A 
which  it  believes  would  provide 
information  in  a  manner  that  would  be 


as  useful  to  the  Department  and  to  plan 
participants  and  less  burdensome  to 
plans  and  insurance  companies  than 
previous  requirements.* 

As  noted  above,  the  changes  to  the 
1977  Schedule  A  were  designed  to 
provide  information  to  the  Department 
concerning  commissions  and  other  fees 
paid  with  respect  to  the  sale  of 
insurance.  Some  commentators  pointed 
out,  however,  that  general  agents 
occasionally  write  policies  and  receive 
sales  commissions  as  soliciting  agents. 

In  addition,  under  the  laws  of  some 
states,  in  the  case  where  an  insurance 
policy  is  sold  by  a  non-resident  agent,  a 
resident  agent  is  entitled  to  part  of  the 
commission  even  though  the  resident 
agent  might  not  consider  himself  under 
these  circumstances  to  be  a  “soliciting 
agent”.  Thus,  the  current  requirement 
may  not  provide  pomplete  information 
concerning  commission  and  fees.  In 
view  of  these  comments,  the  form  is 
proposed  to  be  revised  to  require  the 
disclosure  of  sales  commissions  and 
fees  paid  to  all  agents  and  brokers, 
excluding  payments  to  general  agents 
and  managers  for  managing  an  agency 
or  performing  other  administrative 
functions. 

The  Schedule  A  also  would  be  revised 
with  respect  to  the  disclosure  of  first 
year  and  renewal  commissions.  A 
number  of  commentators  noted  that  the 
requirement  to  report  separately  first 
year  and  renewal  commissions  would 
be  very  costly  to  insurance  companies 
and  that  the  information  would  not 
necessarily  be  useful  in  determining  the 
extent  to  which  policies  had  been 
replaced.  After  considering  these 
comments,  the  Department  is  proposing 
to  delete  the  requirement  that  first  year 
commissions  be  reported  separately. 
Instead,  the  Department  intends  to  add 
a  question  to  the  annual  report  inquiring 
whether  any  insurance  policy  or  annuity 
has  been  replaced  since  the  period 
covered  by  the  previous  report.  This 
question  would  be  on  the  annual  report 
forms,  rather  than  on  the  Schedule  A, 
because  an  employee  benefit  plan  may 
utilize  a  number  of  different  insurance 
carriers  and/or  policies  for  which 
separate  Schedule  A's  would  be 
required.* 


'  It  should  be  noted  that  the  Department  has 
under  consideration  changes  to  the  filing 
requirements  for  certain  small  plans,  which  would 
require  such  plans  to  file  annual  reports  on  a 
cyclical  basis.  In  the  event  that  such  changes  are 
adopted,  the  frequency  with  which  insurance 
commission  and  fee  information  is  reported  by 
these  plans  could  be  affected,  but  it  is  anticipated 
that  the  information  to  be  reported  would  be 
unaffected. 

*  Another  question  will  be  added  to  the  annual 
report  form  inquiring  whether  individual  or  group 

Footnotes  continued  on  next  page 
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A  number  of  commentators  urged  that 
the  Department  require  the  reporting  of 
insurance  commissions  on  a  percentage 
basis  (i.e.,  commissions  as  a  percentage 
of  premiums  paid)  in  lieu  of  requiring  the 
disclosure  of  the  dollar  amount  of 
commissions  paid.  The  commentators 
argued  that  the  disclosure  of 
percentages  would  be  more  informative 
than  dollar  amounts,  would  be  easier  for 
plant  to  compile  and  would  be 
consistent  with  conditions  included  in 
Prohibited  Transaction  Exemption  (PTE) 
77-9  (42  FR  253,  June  24, 1977). 

The  Department  has  tentatively 
determined  that  insurance  commission 
and  fee  information  would  be  most 
useful  to  both  the  Department  and  to 
participants  and  beneficiaries  when 
reported  on  a  dollar  basis.  The 
Department  currently  receives, 
commission  and  fee  information  on  a 
dollar  basis  and  believes,  based  on  its 
experience,  that  reporting  on  a  dollar 
basis  facilitates  its  analysis  of  this 
information.  The  reporting  of  such 
information  on  a  dollar  basis  also  would 
be  consistent  with  other  reporting 
requirements,  which  would  permit 
comparison  of  this  information  with 
data,  such  as  payments  for  services, 
reported  elsewhere  in  the  annual  report. 

In  addition,  the  department  does  not 
believe  that  the  cited  provision  in.  PTE 
77-9  is  relevant  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  information  which 
should  be  disclosed'on  the  Schedule  A. 
PTE  77-9  requires  that  certain 
information  be  disclosed  to  a  plan 
hduciary  prior  to  the  time  the  fiduciary 
makes  a  decision  concerning  the 


Specific  Instruction 

3.  All  sales  commissions  are  to  be 
reported  in  column  (c)  regardless  of  the 
identity  of  the  receipient.  Override 
commissions,  salaries,  bonuses,  etc., 
paid  to  a  general  agent  or  manager  for 
managing  an  agency,  or  for  performing 
other  administrative  functions,  are  not 
to  be  reported.  Fees  to  be  reported  in 
column  (d)  represent  payments  by 
insurance  carriers  to  agents  and  brokers 
for  items  other  than  commissions  (e.g., 
service  fees,  consulting  fees  and  Hnders 

Footnotes  continued  from  last  page 
policies  are  used  by  the  plan  to  fund  oenefits.  The 
response  to  this  question  will  further  aid  the 
Department  in  analyzing  plan  investment  decisions 
tvith  respect  to  insurance  policies. 


investment  of  plan  assets.  In  that 
situation,  the  actual  dollar  amount  of 
commissions  to  be  paid  may  not  be 
known  because  a  policy  has  not  yet 
been  purchased.  However,  in  the  case  of 
a  plan  required  to  file  a  Schedule  A,  an 
insurance  contract  has  been  purchased. 
Therefore,  the  dollar  amount  of 
commissions  and  fees  paid  as  a  result  of 
that  particular  transaction  can  be 
determined. 

It  should  be  noted  that  Item  3 
currently  requires  the  reporting  of 
commissions  and  fees  “paid"  but  does 
not  require  that  a  particular  method  of 
accounting  be  used  in  calculating  the 
amounts  of  such  commissions  and  fees. 
The  Department  is  considering  revising 
the  instructions  to  Item  3  to  specifically 
require  that  such  information  be 
reported  on  an  “accrual"  basis.  The 
Department  solicits  comments  on 
whether  it  should  revise  the  instructions 
in  this  regard,  and  whether  similar 
changes  should  be  made  with  respect  to 
the  reporting  of  premium  information  on 
the  Schedule  A.  The  Department  also 
solicits  comments  on  whether  and  to  ' 
what  extent  it  is  necessary  to  define  the 
term  “accrual"  for  purposes  of  these 
revisions. 

Proposed  Form 

It  is  proposed  that  pursuant  to  the 
authority  in  sections  103(e),  109(a)  and 
505  of  the  Act,  Item  3  of  Schedule  A 
(Form  5500)  and  line  item  15  of  forms 
5500,  5500-C,  and  5500-K  for  plan  years 
beginning  in  1979  be  amended  as 
follows: 

/' 


fees).  Fees  paid  by  insurance  carriers  to 
persons  other  than  agents  and  brokers 
should  be  reported  in  Parts  II  and  III  on 
Schedule  A  as  acquisition  costs, 
administrative  charges,  etc.,  as 
appropriate.  Fees  paid  by  employee 
benefit  plans  to  agents,  brokers  and 
other  persons  are  to  be  reported  in  Item 
12  of  the  Form  5500,  Item  19  of  the  Form 
5500-C  and  Item  14  of  the  Form  5500-K. 

Form  5500.  5500-C.  and  5500-K 
Item  15 

15.  (a)  Since  the  end  of  the  plan  year 
covered  by  the  last  report,  has  there 
been  a  termination  in  the  appointment 
of  any  trustee,  accountant,  insurance 


carrier,  enrolled  actuary,  administrator, 
investment  manager  or  custodian?  Yes 
- No - 

If  “Yes",  explain,  and  include  the 
name,  position,  address  and  telephone 
number  of  the  person  whose 
appointment  has  been  terminated. 

(b)  Have  any  insurance  policies  or 

annuities  been  replaced  during  the  plan 
year?  Yes - No - 

If  “Yes",  explain  the  reason  for  the 
replacement. 

(c)  At  any  time  during  the  plan  year, 
was  the  plan  funded  with: 

(I)  - Individual^policies  or 

annuities. 

(II)  - Group  policies  or  annuities. 

(IH) - Both. 

Note. — Item  15(a)  is  unchanged,  in 
substance,  horn  current  Item  15. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th  day 
of  June  1979. 

Ian  D.  Lanofi, 

Administrator.  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs.  Labor-Management  ^rvices 
Administration.  Department  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc  79-19386  Filed  9-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4610-29-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards;  Subcommittee  on  the 
Baiily  Generating  Station,  Nuclear  1; 
Meeting 

The  ACRS  Subcommittee  on  the  Baiily 
Generating  Station,  Nuclear  1,  will  hold 
a  meeting  on  July  9, 1979,  at  the  Holiday 
Inn,  6200  Melton  Road,  Portage,  IND 
46368,  to  discuss  proposed  modifications 
to  piling  design  at  this  Station.  ' 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures 
outlined  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  4, 1978  (43  FR  45926),  oral  or 
written  statements  may  be  presented  by 
members  of  the  public,  recordings  will 
be  permitted  only  during  those  portions 
of  the  meeting  when  a  transcript  is  being 
kept,  and  questions  may  be  asked  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee,  its 
consultants,  and  Staff.' Persons  desiring 
to  make  oral  statements  should  notify 
the  Designated  Federal  Employee  as  far 
in  advance  as  practicable  so  that 
appropriate  arrangements  can  be  made 
to  allow  the  necessary  time  during  the 
meeting  for  such  statements. 

The  agenda  for  subject  meeting  shall 
be  as  follows: 

,  Monday.  July  9. 1979 

1:00  p.m.  until  the  conclusion  of 
business.  The  Subcommittee  may  meet 
in  Executive  Session,  with  any  of  its 
consultants  who  may  be  present,  to 
explore  and  exchange  their  preliminary 


Schedule  A  (Form  5500) 

Item  3 

3.  Insurance  commissions  and  fees  paid  to  agents  and  brokers: 


(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(<« 

Contract  or  tdentification  number 

Names  and  addresses  of 
the  agents  or  brokers 
to  whom  commissions 
or  fees  were  paid 

Amount  of  commissions  paid  ^ 

Fees  paid 

Amount  Purpose 
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opinions  regarding  matters  which  should 
be  considered  during  the  meeting  and  to 
formulate  a  report  and 
recommendations  to  the  full  Conunittee. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  Executive 
Session,  the  Subcommittee  will  hear 
presentations  by  and  hold  discussions 
with  representatives  of  the  NRC  Staff, 
the  Northern  Indiana  Public  Service 
Company,  and  their  consultants, 
pertinent  to  this  review. 

In  addition,  it  may  be  necessary  for 
the  Subcommittee  to  hold  one  or  more 
closed  sessions  for  the  purpose  of 
exploring  matters  involving  proprietary 
information.  I  have  determined,  in 
accordance  with  section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  that,  should  such  sessions  be 
required,  it  is  necessary  to  close  these 
sessions  to  protect  proprietary 
information  (5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(4]). 

Further  information  regarding  topics 
to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meeting 
has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled,  ^e 
Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportunity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can  be 
obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  to 
the  Designated  Federal  Employee  for 
this  meeting,  Mr.  Ragnwald  Muller 
(telephone  202/634-1413),  between  8:15 
a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  EDT. 

Background  information  concerning 
items  to  be  considered  at  this  meeting 
can  be  found  in  documents  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and 
at  the  West  Chester  Township  Public 
Library,  125  South  Second  St., 
Chesterton,  IN  46304. 

Dated:  June  19, 1979. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  70-19466  Filed  6-21-79;  6:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  7590-01-M 


(Docket  No.  50-247] 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New  York, 
Inc.;  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  55  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-26,  issued  to 
Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New 
York,  Inc.  (the  licensee),  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Indian  Point  Nuclear  Generating 
Unit  No.  2  (the  facility)  located  in 
Buchanan,  Westchester  County,  New 
York.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
the  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  authorizes  a 
reduction  in  the  number  of  hydraulic 
snubbers  required  by  the  Technical 


Specifications,  reflecting  redesign  of  the 
support  systems  of  certain  safety-related 
pipe  lines. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendmeijt.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

’The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  signiticant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  February  9, 1979,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  55  to  License  No.  DPR- 
26,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  White  Plains  Public  Library, 
100  Martine  Avenue,  White  Plains,  New 
York.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  12th  day 
of  June. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

A.  Schwencer, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  1, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19471  Filed  6-21-79;  6:45  am] 

WLUNO  CODE  7S90-01-M 


(Docket  No.  50-334] 

Duquesne  Light  Co.,  et  al.;  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Facility  Opeiating 
License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  18  to  Facility  . 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-86,  issued  to 
Duquesne  Light  Company,  Ohio  Edison 
Company,  and  Pennsylvania  Power 
Company  (the  licensees),  which  adds  a 
licensing  condition  and  revises 
Technical  SpeciHcatibns  for  operation  of 
the  Beaver  Valley  Power  Station,  Unit 
No.  1  (the  facility)  located  in  Beaver 


County,  Pennsylvania.  This  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  the  date  of  its  issuance. 

The  amendment  adds  a  condition  to 
the  license  relating  to  facility 
modiHcations  for  fire  protection, 
corrects  Technical  Specifications  to  list 
additional  safety-related  snubbers, 
modifies  a  Technical  Specification  on 
non-radiological  chemical  releases,  and 
clarifies  the  Technical  SpeciRcations 
with  respect  to  License  Amendement 
No.  11  to  permit  the  initial  fire 
protection  surveillances  performed  after 
January  30, 1977,  to  be  done  within  the 
time  period  normally  allowed  for 
completion  of  each  surveillance  activity. 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commisson’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  June  17, 1976,  October 
27, 1976,  February  11, 1977,  September 
29, 1978,  December  11, 1978,  January  11, 
1979  and  February  21, 1979  on  Fire 
Protection,  April  19, 1979  on  snubbers 
and  December  14, 1978  on  chemical 
releases,  (2)  Amendment  No.  18  to 
License  No.  DPR-66,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  B.  F. 
Jones  Memorial  Library.  663  Franklin 
Avenue.  Aliquippa,  Pa.  15001.  A  copy  of 
items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  6th  day 
of  June,  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

A.  Schwencer, 

Chief  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  I. 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19472  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 
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International  Atomic  Energy  Agency 
Draft  Safety  Guide;  Availability  of  Draft 
for  Public  Comment 

The  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  (IAEA)  is  developing  a  limited 
number  of  internationally  acceptable 
codes  of  practice  and  safety  guides  for 
nuclear  power  plants.  These  codes  and 
guides  will  be  developed  in  the 
following  five  areas:  Government 
Organization,  Siting,  Design,  Operation 
and  Quality  Assurance.  The  purpose  of 
these  codes  and  guides  is  to  provide 
IAEA  guidance  to  countries  beginning 
nuclear  power  programs. 

The  IAEA  codes  of  practice  and 
safety  guides  are  developed  in  the 
following  way.  The  IAEA  receives  and 
collates  relevant  existing  information 
used  by  member  countries.  Using  this 
collation  as  a  starting  point,  an  IAEA 
working  group  of  a  few  experts  then 
develops  a  preliminaiy  draft.  This 
preliminary  draft  is  reviewed  and 
modified  by  the  IAEA  Technical  Review 
Committee  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
develop  a  draft  acceptable  to  them.  This 
draft  code  of  practice  or  safety  guide  is 
then  sent  to  the  IAEA  Senior  Advisory 
Group  which  reviews  and  modifies  the 
draft  as  necessary  to  reach  agreement 
on  the  draft  and  then  forwards  it  to  the 
IAEA  Secretariat  to  obtain  comments 
from  the  Member  States.  The  Senior 
Advisory  Group  then  considers  the 
Member  State  comments,  again  modifies 
the  draft  as  necessary  to  reach 
agreement  and  forwards  it  to  the  IAEA 
Director  General  with  a 
recommendation  that  it  be  accepted. 

As  part  of  this  program.  Safety  Guide 
SG-D9,  “Design  Aspects  of  Radiological 
Protection  During  Operational  States,” 
has  been  developed.  An  IAEA  working 
group,  consisting  of  Mr.  R.  Hock  of  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany;  Mr.  B.  F. 
Chamany  of  India  and  Mr.  P.  A.  Solari  of 
the  United  Kingdon  of  Great  Britain  and 
Northern  Ireland,  developed  SG-D9 
from  an  IAEA  collation  during  meetings 
on  April  17-20, 1978  and  October  16-20, 
1978.  We  are  soliciting  public  comment 
on  Revision  2  dated  February  28, 1979. 
Comments  on  this  draft  received  by  July 
27, 1979  will  be  useful  to  the  U.S. 
representatives  to  the  Technical  Review 
Committee  and  Senior  Advisory  Group 
in  evaluating  its  adequacy  prior  to  the 
next  IAEA  discussion. 

Single  copies  of  this  draft  may  be 
obtained  by  a  written  request  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Standards 
Development,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Conunission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

(5  U.S.C.  522(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  11th  day  of 
June  1979. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Ray  G.  Smith, 

Acting  Directgr,  Officejif  Standards 
Development. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19473  Filed  6-21-79,  8:45  am] 
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International  Atomic  Energy  Agency 
Draft  Safety  Guide;  Notice  of 
Availability  of  Draft  for  Public 
Comment 

The  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  (IAEA)  is  developing  a  limited 
number  of  internationally  acceptable 
codes  of  practice  and  safety  guides  for 
nuclear  power  plants.  These  codes  and 
guides  will  be  developed  in  the 
following  five  areas:  Government 
Organization,  Siting,  Design,  Operation 
and  Quality  Assurance.  The  purpose  of 
these  codes  and  guides  is  to  provide 
IAEA  guidance  to  countries  beginning 
nuclear  power  programs. 

The  IAEA  codes  of  practice  and 
safety  guides  are  developed  in  the 
following  way.  The  IAEA  receives  and 
collates  relevant  existing  information 
used  by  member  countries.  Using  this 
collation  as  a  starting  point,  an  IAEA 
working  group  of  a  few  experts  then 
develops  a  preliminary  draft.  This 
preliminary  draft  is  reviewed  and 
modified  by  the  IAEA  Technical  Review 
Committee  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
develop  a  draft  acceptable  to  them.  This 
draft  code  of  practice  or  safety  guide  is 
then  sent  to  the  IAEA  Senior  Advisory 
Group  which  reviews  and  modifies  the 
draft  as  necessary  to  reach  agreement 
on  the  draft  and  ^en  forwards  it  to  the 
IAEA  Secretariat  to  obtain  comments 
fi’om  the  Member  States.  The  Senior 
Advisory  Group  then  considers  the 
Member  State  comments,  again  modifies 
the  draft  as  necessary  to  reach 
agreement  and  forwards  it  to  the  IAEA 
Director  General  with  a 
recommendation  that  it  be  accepted. 

As  part  of  this  program.  Safety  Guide 
SG-DlO,  “Fuel  Handling  and  Storage 
Systems  in  Nuclear  Power  Plants,”  has 
been  developed.  An  IAEA  working 
group  consisting  of  Mr.  F.  Krainer  of  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany:  Mr.  R.  I. 
Facer  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  Mr.  S. 
Rolandson  of  Sweden,  developed  SG- 
DlO  from  an  IAEA  collation  dining  a 
meeting  on  January  8-19, 1979,  and  we 
are  soliciting  public  comments  on  it. 
Comments  on  this  draft  received  by 
August  8, 1979  will  be  useful  to  the  U.S. 
representatives  to  the  Technical  Review 
Committee  and  Senior  Advisory  Group 
in  evaluating  its  adequacy  prior  to  the 
next  IAEA  discussion. 

Single  copies  of  this  draft  may  be 
obtained  by  a  written  request  to  the 


Director,  Office  of  Standards 
Development,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
(5  U.S.C.  522(a]) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  14th  day  of 
June  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Ray  G.  Smith, 

Acting  Director,  Off  ice  of  Standards 
Development 

(FR  Doc.  79-19474  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  50-331] 

Iowa  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co.,  et  al.; 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  51  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-49  issued  to 
Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 
Central  Iowa  Power  Cooperative,  and 
Com  Belt  Power  Cooperative,  which 
revises  the  Technical  Specifications  for 
operation  of  the  Duane  Arnold  Energy 
Center,  located  in  Linn  County,  Iowa. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its 
date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  will:  (1)  clarify  the 
requirements  for  permanent  retention  of 
certain  records,  (2)  add  two  more 
snubbers  to  the  list  of  snubbers  on  the 
recirculation  system  in  the  drywell,  and 
(3)  bring  a  note  associated  with  the 
table  on  control  rod  block 
instrumentation  into  agreement  with  the 
table. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Conunission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
Section  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental 
impact  statement  or  negative 
declaration  and  environmental  impact 
appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  issuance  of  this 
amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  December  27. 1977,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  51  to  License  No.  DPR- 
49.  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
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Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Documrat  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Cedar  Rapids  Public  Library, 
426  Third  Avenue,  S.E.,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa  S2401.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3) 
may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nudear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  15th  day 
of  June  1979. 

For  the  Nudear  Regulatory  CommissioiL 
Richard  J.  Clark, 

Acting  Chief.  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No. 
3,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19475  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am} 

BIUJNQ  CODE  7SaO-01-« 


[Docket  No.  50-2191 

Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co.; 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Providonal 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  37  to  l^ovisional 
Operating  License  DPR-16,  issued  to 
Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light 
Company  for  operation  of  the  Oyster 
Creek  Nuclear  Generating  Station 
located  in  Ocean  County,  New  Jersey. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its 
date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  establishes  Appendix 
B  Technical  Specifications. 

Issuance  of  this  amendment  complies 
with  the  standards  and  requirements  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954.  as 
amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  1,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  Amendment  No.  37  to 
License  No.  DPR-16  which  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  Ocean  County  Library,  Brick 
Township  Branch,  Brick  Town,  New 
Jersey.  A  copy  of  the  amendment  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental  Analysis. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  6th  day 
of  June  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Wm.  H.  Regan,  Jr., 

Chief  Environmental  Projects  Branch  2, 
Division  of  Site  Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 

[FR  Doc.  7»-1947l  PiM  S-a-79;  an{ 

BILUNG  CODE  TSSO-BMI 


[Byproduct  Material  License  No. 
29-13613-02] 

Radlhtion  Technology,  Inc.;  Notice  of 
Oral  Argument 

In  the  matter  of  Radiation  Technology, 
Inc.,  Lake  Denmark  Road,  Rockaway, 
New  Jersey  07866. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Appeal 
Board’s  order  of  June  13, 1979,  has 
calendared  oral  argument  on  die 
licensee’s  and  sta^s  cross-appeals  in 
this  civil  penalty  proceeding  for  10:00 
A.M.,  Wednesday,  July  18, 1979,  in  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s  Public 
Hearing  Room,  5th  floor.  East- West 
Towers,  4350  East  West  Highway, 
Bethesda,  Maryland. 

Dated:  June  14, 1979. 

For  the  Appeal  Board. 

Romayne  M.  Skrutski, 

Secretary  to  the  Appeal  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19477  Fited  6-21-79:  6:46  aiii| 
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[Docket  No.  50-3461 

The  Toledo  Edison  Co.  and  the 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co.; 
Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  U5.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  16  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  NPF-3,  issued  to 
The  Toledo  Edison  Company  and  The 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating 
Company  (the  licensees),  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Davis-Besse  Nuclear  Power  Station, 
Unit  No.  1  (the  facility)  located  in 
Ottawa  County,  Ohio.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  changes  the 
Technical  Specifications  concerning  the 
Reactor  Core  Safety  Limit  Curve,  the 
Reactor  Protection  System 
Instrumentation  Trip  Setpmints  and  the 
maximum  Reactor  Coolant  Hot  Leg 
Temperature  for  departure  from 
nucleate  boiling  margin.  This 
amendment  also  makes  minor  editorial 
corrections  to  Technical  ^lecifications 
Figure  2.1-2  and  Table  5.7-1. 


The  application  for  the  amendment 
comphes  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  ^e  Act  and  the  - 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendmenL 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  October  23. 1978,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  16  to  License  No.  NPF- 
3,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  D^ument  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  Ida  Rupp  Public  Library,  310 
Madison  Street,  I^rt  Clinton.  Ohio. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtain^  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this  7th  day 
of  June  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Robert  W.  Reid, 

Chief  Operating  Reactors  Branch  #4  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19478  Filed  6-21-79:  8.45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  75S0-01-M 


Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Co.  (Surry 
Power  Station,  Units  1  and  2);  Request 
for  Action  Under  10  CFR  2.206 

[Docket  Nos.  50-280  and  50-281 1 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  by  petition 
dated  April  18, 1979,  the  Potomac 
Alliance,  et  al.,  requested  that  an  order 
be  issued  to  the  Virginia  Electric  and 
Power  Company  to  suspend  further 
action  on  the  steam  generator  repair 
program  at  the  Surry  Power  Station, 
Units  1  and  2,  pending  preparation  of  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  and 
completion  of  other  relief  requested. 
This  petition  is  being  treated  as  a 
request  for  action  under  10  CFR  2.206  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations,  and 
accordingly,  action  will  be  taken  on  the 
petition  within  a  reasonable  time. 
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Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  in  the  local 
public  document  room  at  the  Swem 
Library,  College  of  William  and  Mary, 
Williamsburg,  Virginia  23185. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  8th  day 
of  June,  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Harold  R.  Denton. 

Director,  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-1M79  Wed  S-21-7S;  8:45  am] 

BIU.INQ  CODE  7SW-SVM 


[Docfcet  No.  50-338] 

Virginia  Electric  8  Power  Co.;  issuance 
of  Amendment  to  Facility  Opmting 
License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission]  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  11  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  NW-4,  issued  to 
Virginia  Hectric  and  Power  Company 
(licensee],  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications,  Appendices  A  and  B  for 
operation  of  the  North  Anna  Power 
Station,  Unit  No.  1  to  reflect  a 
reorganization  of  the  Production 
Operation  and  Maintenance  Department 
both  onsite  and  offsite.  The  license  was 
also  amended  to  add  a  new  condition 
which  provides  for  siuveillance  of  the 
emergency  diesel  generator  batteries. 
The  North  Anna  Power  Station,  Unit  No. 
1  is  located  in  Louisa  County,  Virginia. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its 
date  of  issuance. 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and  . 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act],  and  the 
Commission’s  requirements.  The 
licensee  requested  ah  amendment  to 
reflect  a  reorganization  of  the 
Production  Operations  Department  in  a 
letter  dated.  August  31. 1978  and 
supplemented  by  a  letter,  dated 
December  26, 1978.  By  NRC  letter,  dated 
June  14, 1978,  we  requested  that  the 
licensee  propose  surveillance 
requirements  which  demonstrate  the 
operability  of  the  diesel  generator 
batteries.  The  licensee  responded  by 
letter,  dated  August  14, 1978  proposing 
changes  to  the  surveillance 
requirements  for  the  diesel  generator 
batteries.  The  Commission  has  made 
appropriate  findings  as  required  by  the 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  regulations  in 
10  CFR  Chapter  L  which  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendment  Prior  public 
notice  of  this  amendment  was  not 
required  since  the  amendment  does  not 


involve  a  significant  hazards 
consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(dK43  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  wifli  respect  to  fiiis 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment,  dated  August  31, 1978  as 
supplemented  on  December  26, 1978, 
and  NRC  letter,  dated  Jime  14, 1978,  and 
the  licensee’s  reply,  dated  August  14, 
1978,  (2)  Amendment  No.  11  to  License 
No.  NPF-4,  and  (3]  the  Commission’s 
related  Safety  evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.  W., 

Washington,  D.C.  and  at  tlto  Board  of 
Supervisor’s  Office,  Louisa  County 
Courthouse,  Louisa,  Virginia  23093  and 
at  the  Alderman  Library,  Manuscripts 
Department,  University  of  Virginia, 
Charlottesville.  Virginia  22901.  A  copy 
of  these  items  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Project 
Management 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  14th  day 
of  June,  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Olan  D.  Parr, 

Chief.  Light  Water  Reactors  Branch  No.  3, 
Division  of  Project  Management. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19460  Filed  6-21-79;  6:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  7Sa(M)1-M 


[Docket  No.  PRM-50-22] 

Response  to  and  Partial  Denial  of 
Petition  for  Rulemaking  Filed  by  the 
Public  Interest  Research  Group,  et  aL 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Response  to  and  denial  of 
Petition  for  Rulemaking  filed  by  the 
Public  Interest  Research  Group,  et  al, 
(Docket  No.  KlM-50-22). 


summary:  On  July  5. 1977,  as 
supplemented  October  7, 1977,  and 
January  3, 1978,  the  Public  Interest 
Research  Group,  et  al.,  petitioned  the 
Commission  to  initiate  rulemaking  to 
promulgate  regulations  for  nuclear 
power  plant  decommissioning  which 
would  require  Part  50  licensees  to  post 
bonds,  to  be  held  in  escrow,  to  ensure 
that  funds  will  be  available  for  proper 
and  adequate  isolation  of  ratfioactive 


material  upon  each  plant’s 
decommissioning.  Other  issues  and 
funding  alternatives  raised  in  the  PIRG 
petition  and  its  supplements  will  be 
considered  within  the  context  of  die 
NRC  decommissioning  rulemaking 
proceedings  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  13, 1978  (43  FR  10370). 
These  include:  criteria  for  fmandal 
arrangements  to  fund  decommissioning; 
alternative  financial  arrangements,  such 
as  an  escrow  account  or  sinking  fund; 
and  NRC  jurisdiction  to  regulate  the 
financial  arrangements  for 
decommissioning. 

For  reasons  explained  herein,  the 
Commission  denies  the  petitioners’ 
request  to  inititate  rulemaking  now  to 
implement  a  specific  decommissioning 
funding  plan,  Aat  in,  that  nuclear  power 
plant  operators  post  surety  bonds  to 
cover  decommissioning  costs.  To  the 
extent  that  petitioners’  request  asks  the 
Commission  to  reconsider  the  adequacy 
of  its  regulations'on  decommissioning, 
their  request  is  granted  but  a  decision  as 
to  the  specific  method  or  methods  for 
funding  decommissioning  is  deferred. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Don  F.  Harmon,  Office  Standards 
Development,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555 
(phone  301-443-5910). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MPORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  die  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (hereinafter 
“NRC"  or  ‘‘Commission’’)  has  decided  to 
deny  in  part  and  defer  in  part  the 
petition  dated  July  5, 1977,  as 
supplemented  October  7, 1977,  and 
January  3, 1978,  filed  by  die  Public 
Interest  Research  Group  (MRG), 
Arizonans  for  Safe  Energy,  Citzens 
United  Against  Radioactive 
Environment  (CURE),  Community 
Action  Research  Group  (CARG),  Critical 
Mass  Energy  Project,  ^vironmental 
Action  Foundation,  Environmental 
Action,  bic.,  New  Mexico  Public  Interest 
Research  Group  (NMPIRG),  New  York 
Public  Interest  Research  Group 
(NYPIRG),  North  Anna  Environmental 
Coalition,  Texas  Public  Interest 
Research  Group  (TexPIRG),  and 
National  Consumer  Law  Center  Energy 
Project  (hereinafter  the  “petitioners’’). 
However,  as  was  announced  in  a  * 
Federal  Register  notice  on  March  13, 
1978  (43  FR  10370],  the  Commission  is 
presently  reevaluating  its  overall  policy 
with  regard  to  decommissioning  nuclear 
facilities  and  to  that  extent  the  petition 
is  granted.  On  May  25, 1978,  the  NRC 
announced  a  rulemaking  proceeding  to 
reexamine  existing  regulatory 
requirements  for  demonstrating 
financial  qualifications  necessary  to 
obtain  Part  50  licenses  for  produetkm 
and  utilization  facilities.  Any 
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requirements  which  bear  on  funding 
decommissioning  costs  that  are 
developed  in  this  rulemaking  proceeding 
will  be  incorporated  into  NRC’s 
hnancial  qualifications  regulations  as 
appropriate.  It  is  estimated  that  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  will  be 
completed  by  late  1980. 

Description  of  the  Petition 

In  a  petition  dated  July  5, 1977,  as 
supplemented  October  7, 1977,  and 
January  3, 1978,  the  petitioners 
requested  the  Commission  to  initiate 
rulemaking  to  promulgate  regulations  for 
nuclear  power  plant  decommissioning 
which  would  require  Part  50  licensees  to 
post  bonds,  to  be  held  in  escrow,  prior 
to  each  plant's  operation,  to  ensure  that 
funds  will  be  available  for  proper  and 
adequate  isolation  of  radioactive 
material  upon  each  plant's 
decommissioning.  The  petitioners  also 
stated  that  the  regulations  should 
require  that  licensees  for  nuclear  power 
plants  already  in  operation  should 
establish  plans  and  immediately  post 
bonds,  to  be  held  in  escrow,  to  ensure 
proper  decommissioning.  In  their 
January  3, 1978,  supplement  to  the 
petition,  petitioners  advanced  two  other 
options  in  addition  to  surety  bonding,  to 
finance  the  costs  of  decommissioning: 

1.  Funds  would  be  set  aside  in  an 
escrow  account  before  commencing 
reactor  operations,  sufficient  to  finance 
the  projected  decommissioning,  i.e.,  the 
present  discounted  estimate  of  the 
decommissioning  cost  increased  by 
inflation  to  the  time  when  the  plant 
ceases  operation. 

2.  Funds  would  be  accumulated  in  a 
sinking  fund  during  the  life  of  the  plant, 
in  an  amount  sufficient  to  cover 
projected  decommissioning  costs  at  the 
end  of  plant  operations.  However,  since 
all  of  the  necessary  money  would  not 
actually  be  set  aside  during  the  plant's 
operating  life,  a  surety  arrangement 
would  be  necessary  to  allow  for  the  risk 
that  the  licensed  utility  went  bankrupt 
before  the  sinking  fund  had  sufficient 
funds.  The  Licensee  would  be  required 
to  purchase  a  surety  bond  guaranteeing 
the  availability  of  the  above  specified 
amount  of  money  when  decomissioning 
is  needed.  The  bond  would  be 
purchased  at  the  outset  as  a  capital  cost 
to  run  until  the  sinking  fund  reached  the 
specific  amoimt. 

The  petitioners  stated  that  a  formula 
should  be  established  for  setting  aside 
adequate  funds  to  cover  the  costs  of 
guarding  and/or  disposing  of 
decommissioned  nuclear  power 
reactors,  both  for  reactors  which  have 
been  licensed  and  for  those  which  will 
be  licensed  in  the  future,  and  that  the 
Commission  should  establish  general 


procedures  to  be  followed  in  isolating 
radioactive  components  from 
decommissioned  reactors. 

The  petitioners'  arguments  to  the  NRC 
can  be  summarized  as  follows.  At  the 
end  of  its  useful  life,  a  nuclear  power 
reactor  and  associated  structures  are 
contaminated  with  radioactive  isotopes 
that  take  thousands  of  years  to  decay 
and  which  will  require  several  millions 
of  dollars  to  isolate.  In  their  view,  their 
proposed  regulations  would  ensure  that 
the  power  companies  which  operate 
reactors,  and  not  future  generations, 
bear  the  cost  of  decommissioning.  Since 
decommissioning  will  not  occur  imtil 
after  the  40-year  operating  license  has 
expired,  and  may  require  substantial 
capital  expenses  for  hundreds  of  years 
thereafter,  companies  which  are  now 
financially  stable  may  not  have  the 
capacity  to  pay  decommissioning  and 
guardianship  costs  when  necessary. 

Present  NRC  Requirements  Relating  to 
Financial  Qualifications  of  Nuclear 
Power  Plant  Operators 

The  present  NRC  regulations  relating 
to  the  financial  qualifications  of  an 
applicant  for  a  permit  or  license  are 
contained  in  §  §  50.33(f)  and  50.71(b), 
and  Appendix  “C"  of  Title  10,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  50,  entitled, 
"Licensing  of  Production  and  Utilization 
Facilities."  Section  50.33(f)  requires,  in 
part,  a  determination  of  an  applicant’s 
financial  qualifications  to  operate,  shut 
down,  and  maintain  a  nuclear  power 
plant  in  a  safe  condition.  Section  50.33(f) 
states  in  part,  “If  the  application  is  for 
an  operating  license,  such  information 
shall  show  that  the  applicant  possesses 
or  has  reasonable  assurance  of 
obtaining  the  funds  necessary  to  cover 
the  estimated  costs  of  operation  for  the 
period  of  the  license  or  for  5  years, 
whichever  is  greater,  plus  the  estimated 
costs  of  permantly  shutting  the  facility 
down  and  maintaining  it  in  a  safe 
condition.” 

Under  the  provisions  of  §  50.71(b)  of 
Part  50,  .  .  each  license  and  each 

holder  of  a  construction  permit  shall, 
upon  each  issuance  of  its  annual 
financial  report,  including  the  certified 
financial  status  during  the  operating  life 
of  a  nuclear  power  plant.  Appendix  C  of 
Part  50  is  intended  to  apprise  applicants 
of  the  general  kinds  of  financial  data 
and  other  related  information  that  will 
demonstrate  the  financial  qualifications 
of  the  applicant  to  cUrry  out  the 
activities  for  which  the  license  is  sought. 
The  foregoing  requirements  do  not 
provide  procedures  or  methods  for 
funding  the  decommissioning  of  nuclear 
power  plants.  Neither  do  they  specify 
particiilar  decommissioning  methods  or 
implementing  mechanisms  for 


accumulation  of  funds.  They  do, 
however,  provide  for  determination 
(prior  to  plant  operation)  that  a  nuclear 
power  plant  licensee  possesses  or  has 
reasonable  assurance  of  obtaining 
sufficient  funds  for  shutting  down  and 
maintaining  his  nuclear  power  plant  in  a 
safe  condition. 

NRC  Evaluations  and  Findings 

Following  receipt  of  the  subject 
petition,  the  Commission  published  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  on  August 
'8, 1977  (42  FR  40063),  and  requested 
public  comments  and  suggestions  on  the 
issues  raised  in  the  petition.  Public 
comments  were  ori^ally  requested  by 
October  7, 1977.  However,  the  comment 
period  was  subsequently  extended  until 
January  3, 1978,  for  reasons  stated  in 
Federal  Register  notices  on  October  17, 
1977  (42  FR  40063),  and  November  18, 
1977  (42  FR  59574).  The  NRC  staff  also 
invited  comments  on  the  subject  petition 
from  all  fifty  State  Public  Utility 
Commissions  and  the  Puerto  Rico  Public 
Service  Commission  in  a  letter  dated 
November  7, 1977.  Comments  on  the 
petition  were  requested  fi'om  the  U.S. 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  in  a  letter  dated  November  15, 

1977.  Comments  relating  to  the 
availability,  terms  and  conditions,  and 
costs  of  performance  bonds  were  invited 
fi'om  leading  surety  companies  in  the 
United  States  in  a  letter  dated  May,  1, 

1978. 

Fifty  replies,  representing  26, 
individuals,  16  conservation  and  public 
interest  groups,  37  utilities,  4  State 
agencies,  and  4  industrial  groups,  were 
received  to  the  Commission’s  Federal 
Register  notice  of  August  8, 1977.  Most 
of  the  individual  respondents  asked  the 
NRC  to:  (1)  accelerate  research  on 
decommissioning.  (2)  update  its 
regulations  in  line  with  the  conclusions 
of  the  Atomic  Industrial  Forum’s  study 
on  nuclear  power  plant 
decommissioning,  and  (3)  require 
utilities  to  establish  a  $13  million  escrow 
account  to  cover  decommissioning.  The 
remaining  individuals  and  groups 
essentially  supported  the  request  of  the 
petitioners.  One  reply  from  a  State 
Health  Department  stated  that  the 
request  was  "reasonable”  and  "should 
require  a  responsible  response.” 

All  of  the  remaining  respondents  (i.e., 
utilities.  State  agencies,  and  industrial 
groups)  were  essentially  opposed  to  the 
specific  rulemaking  proposed  by 
petitioners.  Their  views  were  basically 
as  follows:  (1)  present  requirements  are 
adequate  to  protect  the  public  health 
and  safety  in  that  they  provide 
reasonable  assurance  that  nuclear 
power  plant  licensees  will  have 
sufficient  funding  to  defray 
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decommissioning  costs,  (2)  placing  a 
bond  in  escrow  is  both  uneconomical 
and  inflexible  when  compared  to  other 
available  methods  for  achieving 
essentially  the  same  results,  (3)  any  new 
or  different  requirements,  if  needed, 
should  be  based  on  an  orderly, 
systematic  evaluation  of  the  less 
expensive  alternatives  to  bonding,  (4) 
neither  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  nor  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
provides  the  NRC  with  authority  over 
matters  of  economic  regulation  and 
utility  financing,  and  (5)  FERC  and  State 
Public  Utility  Commissions  are  the 
appropriate  agencies  for  determing 
legitmate  expenses  of  utilities,  and  the 
NRC  should  not  adopt  regulations  which 
would  infringe  upon  the  authority  of 
these  agencies.  ^ 

Nineteen  replies  from  State  Public 
Utility  Commissions  were  received  by 
the  NRC  staff  to  its  letter  of  November  7, 
1977.  Comments  on  the  letter  were  also 
received  from  the  Tennessee  Valley 
authority,  Washington  Public  Power 
Supply  System,  and  Arkansas 
Department  of  Health.  The  views 
expressed  in  the  replies  from  the  State 
Pulbic  Utility  Commissions  ranged  from 
“no  opinion”  to  strong  opposition, 

“.  .  .  because  the  expected  benefits 
would  be  minimal  and  the  costs 
considerable  compared  to  alternatives 
currently  used.”  Most  State  Public 
Utility  Commissions  which  have 
considered  the  funding  issue  of  nuclear 
power  plant  decommissioning  endorsed 
the  concept  of  flnancial  responsibility  of 
the  licensees  to  decommission  their 
plants  at  the  expense  of  current 
beneflciaries  and  not  by  future 
generations.  However,  none  endorsed 
the  bonding  concept  proposed  by  the 
petitioners.  Most  of  the  State  Public 
Utility  Commissions  which  suggested 
alternatives  favored  net  negative 
salvage  depreciation  methods  or  other 
funding  arrangements.  Many  also 
expressed  the  view  that  the  most  helpful 
Federal  action  would  be  to  identify 
decommissioning  costs  and  to  develop 
general  decommissioning  standards  and 
criteria.  However,  particular  funding 
arrangements,  such  as  funded  reserves, 
escrow  accounts,  depreciation . 
allowances,  etc.,  should  be  left  to  the 
State  Commissions  in  view  of  their  legal 
responsibilities  under  State  laws  and 
the  specific  needs  of  individual  States. 
For  example,  one  Commission  urged 
that,  “whatever  regulations  are  adopted 
on  this  matter  do  not  infringe  upon  the 
individual  State  Commission’s  authority 
to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  such 
expense.”  Another  stated,  “.  .  .  while  I 
am  generally  opposed  to  Federal 
intervention  in  State  regulatory  matters, 
I  believe  that  the  decommissioning  issue 


should  be  faced  squarely  with  Federal 
intervention  only  as  a  last  resort  and 
only  to  the  extent  necessary.”  The 
Arkansas  Department  of  Health 
endorsed  the  concept  of  licensee 
financial  reponsibility.  It  further  stated 
that,  “While  the  proposal  outlined  in  the 
petition  for  rulemaking  may  not  be  the 
optimum  solution,  the  consideration  of 
decommissioning  procedures,  costs  and 
methods  of  financing  under  the 
assumption  of  license  default  or 
inability  to  satisfactorily  decommission 
a  facility  should  be  pursued  by  the 
Commission.”Finally,  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  and  the  Washington 
Public  Power  Supply  System  both 
expressed  the  view  that  the  bonding 
requirement  proposed  by  the  petitioners 
was  unneeded  and  should  be  denied. 

During  a  meeting  with  FERC  on 
December  13, 1977,  the  NRC  staff  was 
advised  that  FERC  regulates  the 
interstate  sale  of  wholesale  electricity 
and  establishes  uniform  utility 
accounting  requirements.  The  FERC 
staff  expressed  the  view  that  they 
favored  the  net  negative  salvage 
depreciation  method  for  funding  the 
decommissioning  of  nuclear  power 
plants.  The  FERC  staff  also  expressed 
the  view  that  other,  less  expensive, 
methods  than  bonding  could  be 
developed  to  reasonably  ensure  that 
decommissioning  funds  are  available 
when  needed. 

Eight  replies  from  surety  companies 
were  received  by  the  NRC  to  its  letter  of 
May  1, 1978,  concerning  the  availability, 
terms  and  conditions,  and  costs  of 
bonding  arrangements  as  proposed  by 
the  petitioners.  In  its  letter  to  each 
surety  company,  the  NRC  staff 
requested  information  on  the  following 
items: 

1.  Would  your  company  be  interested 
and  able  to  write  a  long  term  (40-year  or 
more]  surety  bond  in  the  amount  of  $50 
million?  If  interested,  could  your 
company  independently  write  such  a ' 
bond  or  would  it  be  necessary  to  enter 
into  a  joint  venture  with  one  or  more 
companies? 

2.  If  such  a  bond  could  be  written, 
what  underwiting  criteria,  such  as 
collateral  requirements,  would  be 
utilized  in  determining  whether  a  utility 
could  qualify  for  a  bond? 

3.  What  would  be  the  annual  cost  for 
a  $50  million  bond  over  the  long  term? 

The  NRC  staff  recognizes  that  the  40- 
year  operating  period  and  the  $50 
million  may  not  be  exact-for  a  specific 
power  plant.  The  40-year  period  was 
chosen  to  conform  to  the  present  NRC 
license  term  and  the  $50  million  was 
based  on  recent  studies  for  dismantling 


a  current-generation  pressurized  water 
reactor. 

.All  eight  respondents  to  the  NRC  staff 
inquiry  stated  that  such  long  term  bonds 
in  the  amount  stated  are  not  available  at 
the  present  time.  Seven  of  the 
respondents  stated  their  company  would 
not  be  interested  in  such  obligations 
stretching  over  such  lengthy  periods  of 
time  and/or  the  time  and  amounts 
involved  would  make  such  an  approach 
totally  impractical.  One  company 
indicated  that  such  a  bond  might  be 
arranged  under  certain  conditions;  i.e., 
that  the  payment  (at  2%  of  the  bond 
amount  annually)  of  the  premium  for  the 
full  term  of  the  bond  be  made  in 
advance  and  that  the  bond  be  structured 
in  such  a  manner  whereby  the  surety 
could  not  be  called  upon  for  payment 
until  the  end  of  the  40-year  licensed 
period.  Others  indicated  that  costs  for 
such  bonds  were  not  available  at  this 
time  but  depending  on  circumstances, 
would  probably  range  from  0.25  to  2% 
per  year  of  the  bond  value. 

Bases  for  Partial  Denial  of  the  PIRG 
Petition 

The  bases  for  partial  denial  of  the 
PIRG  petition  and  deferral  of  July  5, 1977 
petitions  are:  ^ 

1.  Surety  bonds  of  the  natiu'e  proposed 
by  petitioners  appear  to  be  unavailable 
based  on  information  obtained  by  the 
Commission  from  leading  U.S.  surety 
companies; 

2.  Surety  bonds,  like  guarantees  of 
other  types,  do  not  provide  for  ciurent 
funding  of  future  costs  as  implied  by 
petitioner.  In  fact,  the  surety  bond  would 
only  provide  funds  for  decommissioning 
costs  in  the  event  that  the  utility  is 
unable  to  pay  for  decommissioning  (one 
example  would  be  bankruptcy).  In  that 
case,  the  current  beneflciaries  of  the 
eletricity  in  the  utility  service  areas 
have — in  a  sense — paid  the 
decommissioning  costs  in  that  surety 
costs  were  included  in  the  current  utility 
rates.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
substantially  more  likely  that  the  utility 
will  remain  solvent  and  would  then 
raise  the  funds  for  decommissioning  at 
the  end  of  plant  operations.  If  the  funds 
were  raised  at  that  time,  electricity 
users  not  then  receiving  the  beneflts  of 
the  plant  would  nonetheless  by  paying 
decommissioning  costs. 

3.  With  respect  to  the  immediate  need 
for  surety  bonds  the  Commission 
believes  its  present  requirements  are 
adequate  and  satisfactory  in  the  interim 
period  during  which  present  NRC 
regulations  are  being  re-evaluated. 
Present  NRC  regulations  require  a 
determination  that  an  applicant  is 
flnancially  qualified  to  operate,  shut 
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down,  and  maintain  a  nuclear  power 
plant  in  a  safe  condition.  The 
regulations  also  require  operating 
licensees  to  file  annual  Hnancial  reports 
or  certified  ihnancial  statements.  These 
requirements  provide  the  NRC  staff  with 
current  information  about  a  licensee’s 
financial  status  during  the  operating  life 
and  decommissioning  of  a  nuclear 
power  plant. 

The  foregoing  partial  denial  does  not 
mean  that  the  Commission  has  reached 
a  decision  on  the  need  for  amendments 
to  its  regulations  to  provide  more 
specific  guidance  on  decommissioning 
criteria  for  nuclear  power  plants.  Nor 
does  the  partial  denial  of  the  petition  to 
require  surety  bonds  now  preclude  the 
use  of  surety  bonds,  if  they  become 
available  as  one  of  several 
decommissioning  financial  alternatives 
in  the  future.  It  does  mean  that,  based 
on  current  information  the  Commission 
has  determined  that  it  should  not  amend 
its  regulations  to  require  bonding  at  this 
time  as  specifically  suggested  by 
petitioners.  In  this  manner  the 
Commission  provides  a  more  timely 
response  to  petitioners’  request  than 
delaying  action  imtil  other  potential 
alternatives  can  be  assessed.  As  was 
announced  in  a  Federal  Register  notice 
on  March  13. 1978  (43  FR 10370),  the 
Commission  is  presently  engaged  in  a 
comprehensive  reevaluation  of  its 
practices  relating  to  decommissioning 
nuclear  facilities.  The  detailed  plan  and 
schedule  for  reevaluation  is  described  in 
an  NRC  staff  report  entitled,  “Plan  for 
Reevaluation  of  NRC  Policy  on 
Decommissioning  of  Nuclear  Facilities’’ 
(NUREG-0436),  dated  March  1978,  and 
Revision  1  of  that  document,  dated 
December  1978.^  One  major  component 
of  this  overall  reevaluation  is  an 
extensive  examination  of  the  financial 
assurance  needed  to  cover 
decommissioning  costs  of  nuclear  power 
plants.  It  is  intended  during  this 
examination  to  assess  the  relative 
merits  of  several  different  financial  - 
assurance  techniques,  such  as  escrow 
accounts,  sinking  fund  accounts,  etc., 
and  to  weigh  and  judge  the  financial 
assurance  needed  in  regard  to 
decommissioning  the  various  classes  of 
nuclear  facilities.  The  Commission  notes 
that  the  petitioners  may  seek  to  become 
a  participant  in  any  subsequent  NRC 
rulemaking  action  on  financing  the  costs 
of  decommissioning  and  present  the 
arguments  made  in  their  petition 
regarding  the  need  for  and  benefits  of 
surety  bonds  or  other  alternatives  such 
as  use  for  escrow  accounts  or  sinking 
funds. 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  rulemaking, 
the  associated  public  comments,  and  the 
Commission's  letter  to  the  petitioner  are 


available  for  inspection  or  copying  in 
the  Conunission’s  Public  Document 
Room  at  1717  H  Street,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  15th  day  of 
June  1970. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel ).  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19566  Piled  6-21-79;  6:45  am) 
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Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  Ad  Hoc  Subcommittee  on 
the  Three  Miie  Isiand,  Unit  2,  Accident 
Buiietins  and  Orders;  Meeting 

The  ACRS  Ad  Hoc  Subconunittee  on 
the  Three  Mile  Island,  Unit  2  Accident 
Bulletins  and  Orders,  will  hold  an  open 
meeting  on  July  9, 1979  in  Room  1046, 

1717  H  St.,  NW.  Washington,  DC  20555 
to  consider  the  response  of  vendors/ 
utilities  to  the  NRC  Office  of  Inspection 
and  Enforcement  Bulletins  and  NRC 
Orders. 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures 
outlined  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  4, 1978,  (43  FR  45926),  oral  or 
written  statements  may  be  presented  by 
members  of  the  public,  recordings  will 
be  permitted  only  during  those  portions 
of  the  meeting  when  a  transcript  is  being 
kept,  and  questions  may  be  asked  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee,  its 
consultants,  and  Staff.  Persons  desiring 
to  make  oral  statements  should  notify 
the  Designated  Federal  Employee  as  far 
in  advance  as  practicable  so  that 
appropriate  arrangements  can  be  made 
to  allow  the  necessary  time  during  the 
meeting  for  such  statements. 

The  agenda  for  subject  meeting  shall 
be  as  follows: 

Monday,  July  9, 1979;  8:30  a.m.  Until  the 
Conclusion  of  Business 

The  Subcommittee  may  meet  in 
Executive  Session,  with  any  of  its 
consultants  who  may  be  present,  to 
explore  and  exchange  their  preliminary 
opinions  regarding  matters  which  should 
be  considered  during  the  meeting  and  to 
formulate  a  report  and  recommendation 
to  the  full  Committee. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  Executive 
Session,  the  Subcommittee  will  hold 
discussions  with  representatives  of  the 
NRC  Staff,  various  utilities  and 
industries,  and  their  consultants, 
pertinent  to  this  review. 

Further  information  regarding  topics 
to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meeting 
has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled,  the 
Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportunity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor,  can  be 
obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  to 


the  Designated  Federal  Employee  for  ' 
this  meeting.  Dr.  Thomas  G.  McCreless, 
(telephone  202/634-3267)  between  8:15 
a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.,  EDT. 

Dated:  June  20, 1979. 

John  C  Hoyle, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19654  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  21096;  31-770] 

American  Can  Co.;  Application  for 
Exemption 

June  13, 1979. 

Notice  is  Hereby  Given  that  the 
American  Can  Company  (“American"), 
a  holding  company,  has  filed  an 
application  for  exemption  pursuant  to 
sections  3(a)(3)(A)  and  3(a)(5)  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act”).  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  \he  application,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  description  of 
American  and  its  subsidiaries  and  a 
statement  as  to  the  basis  upon  which  an 
exemption  is  requested. 

American,  a  New  Jersey  coiporation, 
is  engaged  directly  and,  through  its 
subsidiaries,  indirectly  primarily  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and  sale  of 
containers  and  packaging  products  and 
consumer  products  and  in  resource 
recovery  and  chemical  operations.  In 
1978,  American  and  its  subsidiaries 
reported  net  sales  of  $3,981,000,000  and 
net  income  of  $105,600,000. 

One  of  American’s  subsidiaries  is 
Marathon  Corporation  Canada  Limited 
(“Marathon”).  Marathon  is  wholly 
owned  by  American,  except  for 
directors’  qualifying  shares,  and  is 
headquartered  in  Ontario,  Canada.  It  is 
engaged  directly,  and  through 
subsidiaries,  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  paper  products. 

American  Can  of  Canada  Limited 
(“American  Ltd.”),  a  wholly-owned 
Canadian  subsidiary  of  Marathon,  owns 
and  operates  manufacturing  facilities  in 
the  Town  of  Marathon,  Ontario, 

Canada.  At  its  facilities,  American  Ltd. 
generates  electrical  power  sufficient  to 
meet  its  manufacturing  needs.  Any 
excess  electrical  power  is  sold  to 
Peninsula  Utilities  Limited 
(“Peninsula”),  also  a  Canadian 
subsidiary  of  Marathon,  which  is 
engaged  solely  in  the  business  of 
purchasing  excess  electrical  power  from 
American  Ltd.  and  distributing  and 
selling  such  power  to  conunercial  and 
residential  customers  in  the  Town  of 
Marathon.  Peninsula  does  not  sell 
electrical  power  in  any  other  location. 
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For  1978,  Peninsula  reported  sales  of 
$483,000  and  a  net  loss  of  $43,000 
(figures  in  Canadian  dollars).  During 
that  period,  Peninsula  distributed 
approximately  16,000,000  Kwh  of 
electrical  power  to  the  2,400  residents  of 
the  Town  of  Marathon. 

American  states  that  its  only  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  sale  of 
electricity  is  its  indirect  ownership  of 
Peninsula.  The  revenues  of  Peninsula  for 
1978  constitute  approximately  Viooth  of 
1  percent  of  American’s  1978 
consolidated  revenues. 

Section  3(a)(3)(A]  provides  that  the 
Commission  shall  exempt  a  holding 
company  and  its  subsidiaries  if: 

"such  holding  company  is  only  incidentally 
a  holding  company,  being  primarily  engaged 
or  interested  in  one  or  more  businesses  other 
than  the  business  of  a  public-uUlity  company 
and  •  *  *  not  deriving,  directly  or  indirectly, 
any  material  part  of  its  income  from  any  one 
or  more  subsidiary  companies,  the  principal 
business  of  which  is  that  of  a  public-utility 
company  *  * 

Similarly,  Section  3(a)(5]  provides  that 
the  Conunission  shall  exempt  a  holding 
company  and  its  subsidiaries  if: 

“such  holding  company  is  not,  and  derives 
no  material  part  of  its  income,  directly  or 
indirectly,  from  any  one  or  more  subsidiary 
companies  which  are,  a  company  or 
companies  the  principal  business  of  which 
within  the  United  States  is  that  of  a  public- 
utility  company." 

American  states  that,  on  the  basis  of 
the  facts  stated  in  its  application  and 
summarized  herein,  it  is  entitled  to  an 
exemption  imder  either  Section 
3(a)(3)(A)  or  Section  3(a)(5).  Section  3(a) 
provides  that  the  ComCmission  shall 
grant  an  application  for  exemption 
"unless  and  except  insofar  as  it  finds  the 
exemption  detrimental  to  the  public 
interest  or  the  interest  of  investors  and 
consumers  *  *  *.” 

Notice  is  Further  Given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
July  10, 1979,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest^  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Seciu-ities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A 
copy  of  such  request  should  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  upon  the  applicant 
at  the  above-stated  address,  and  proof 
of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 


filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application,  as  filed  or  as 
it  may  be  amended,  may  be  granted  in 
the  manner  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the 
General  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  imder  the  Act  or  the 
Commission  may  take  such  other  action 
as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  notice  of  the  date  * 
of  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19435  Filed  6-21-79;  S:4S  am] 

BUXING  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  21097  and  70-6163] 

Central  &  South  West  Gorp.,  et  al.; 
Proposed  Increases  In  Short-Term 
Borrowing  Authorizations  and 
Extensions;  Order  Authorizing 
Changes  In  Banks  From  Which 
Borrowings  May  Be  Made 

June  13, 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Central 
and  South  West  Corporation  (“CSW”),  a 
registered  holding  company,  and  five  of 
its  subsidiary  companies.  Central  Power 
and  Light  Company  (“CPL”), 
Southwestern  Electric  Power  Company 
(“SWEPCO"),  West  Texas  Utilities 
Company  ("WTU”),  Public  Service 
Company  of  Oklahoma  (“PSO”)  and 
Central  and  South  West  Services,  Inc. 
("CSWS”)  (collectively  the 
"subsidiaries”)  have  filed  with  this 
Commission  post-effective  amendments 
to  their  application-declaration 
previously  filed  and  amended  in  this 
matter  pursuant  to  Sections  6,  7,  9(a),  10, 
12(b)  and  12(f)  of  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) 
and  Rules  43, 45  and  50  promulgated 
thereunder  concerning  the  following 
proposed  transactions.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  amended 
applications-declaration,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete 
statement  of  the  proposed  transactions. 

By  orders  dated  June  30, 1978,  October 
27, 1978,  March  29, 1979  and  May  9, 1979 
(HCAR  Nos.  20608,  20749,  20978  and 
21041),  applicants-declarants  were 
authorized  to  incur  short-term 
borrowings  through  December  31, 1979, 
in  an  aggregate  collective  amount  of 
$200,000,000  and  in  the  following 
individual  amounts:  CSW,  $200,000,000; 
CPL,  $71,000,000;  PSO,  $74,000,000; 


SWEPCO,  $50,000,000;  WTU  $25,000,000; 
and  CSWS,  $2,000,000. 

The  short-term  borrowings  are 
pursuant  to  a  CSW  System  money  pool 
(“money  pool”)  under  which  applicants- 
declarants  coordinate  their  short-term 
borrowings  and  make  borrowings 
outside  the  money  pool  from  banks  and 
through  the  issuance  of  commercial 
paper.  The  money  pool  consists  of  funds 
from  the  following  sources:  (i)  surplus 
funds  of  CSW;  (ii)  surplus  funds  of  any 
6f  the  subsidiaries;  (iii)  borrowings  by 
CSW  or  the  subsidiaries  from  banks; 
and  (iv)  proceeds  from  CSW’s  sales  of 
commercial  paper. 

CSW  administers  the  money  pool  by 
matching  up,  to  the  extent  possible, 
short-term  cash  surpluses  and  loan 
requirements  of  itself  and  its 
subsidiaries.  Subsidiary  requests  for 
short-term  loans  are  met  first  from 
surplus  funds  of  the  other  subsidiaries 
which  are  available  to  the  money  pool 
and  then  from  CSW’s  corporate  funds, 
to  the  extent  available.  When  these 
sources  of  funds  are  insufficient  to  meet 
short-term  loan  requests,  borrowings  are 
made  from  outside  the  system.  CSW  is 
authorized  to  issue  and  sell  its 
commercial  paper  to  commercial  paper 
dealers  at  a  discount  rate  not  in  excess 
of  the  discount  rate  per  annum 
prevailing  at  the  time  of  issuance  for 
commercial  paper  of  comparable  quality 
and  maturity  sold  by  issuers  to 
commercial  paper  dealers,  and  at  an 
interest  cost  not  exceeding  the  effective 
cost  of  money  for  unsecured  prime  rate 
commercial  bank  loans  prevailing  on  the 
date  of  issue  of  such  commercial  paper. 

CSW  and  its  subsidiaries  are  also 
authorized,  in  the  event  that  such 
borrowings  would  produce  a  lower 
effective  cost  of  money  than  the 
issuance  by  CSW  of  its  commercial 
paper,  to  borrow  from  banks  to  meet 
short-term  borrowing  needs  which  could 
not  be  met  by  the  money  pool.  Such 
bank  borrowings  are  also  authorized 
even  when  the  cost  of  such  borrowings 
is  not  less  than  the  cost  of  equivalent 
borrowings  through  the  money  pool  if 
and  only  to  the  extent  that  such  bank 
requires  that  the  borrowings  be  made  as 
a  condition  of  maintaining  the 
subsidiary’s  line  of  credit  with  the  bank, 
subject  to  an  aggregate  limit  at  any  one 
time  outstanding  of  $10,000,000  for  all 
such  bank  borrowings  and  of  $5,000,000 
for  any  one  subsidiary. 

The  interest  rate  applicable  to  all 
loans  of  surplus  funds  through  the 
money  pool  is  the  rate  published  in  The 
Wall  Street  Journal  for  commercial 
paper  placed  directly  by  a  major  finance 
company  and  having  a  term  most  nearly 


equal  to  the  tenn  of  the  particular 
money  pool  loan  in  question.  The 
interest  rate  applicable  to  the  funds 
borrowed  by  CSW  from  external 
sources  and  loaned  through  the  money 
pool  is  equal  to  CSW's  net  cost  for  the 
external  borrowings. 

By  post-effective  amendments 
applicants-declarants  seek  authorization 
(1)  to  change  the  banks  from  which  they 
may  make  short-term  borrowings:  (2)  to 
increase  the  aggregate  borrowing  limits 
for  all  companies  except  CSWS:  and  (3) 
to  extend  the  period  within  which  they 
may  make  such  borrowings  through 
December  31. 1980. 

Concerning  the  proposed  changes  in 


In  addition  to  the  above,  applicants- 
declarants  have  made  arrangements  for 
borrowings  of  up  to  $10,000,000, 
$5,000,000,  $5,000,000,  and  $10,000,000 
from  funds  managed  by  the  trust 
departments  of  Texas  Commerce  Bank, 
Mercantile  National  Bank  at  Dallas, 
Republic  National  Bank  and  First  City 
National  Bank  of  Houston,  respectively. 
The  Texas  Commerce  Bank  trust  fund 
borrowings  would  be  evidenced  by 
notes  payable  on  demand  or  a  stated 
maturity  date  not  exceeding  six  months 
from  date  of  issuance  and  would  bear 
interest  at  a  rate  equal  to  the  90-day  rate 
on  General  Motors  Acceptance 
Corporation’s  commercial  paper,  or.  if 
CSW  has  outstanding  commercial  paper 
with  a  90-  to  180-day  maturity,  at  the 
highest  effective  rate  to  the  ultimate 


banks  from  which  they  may  make  short¬ 
term  borrowings,  it  is  stated  that 
applicants-declarants  have  made 
arrangements  for  the  bank  lines  set  forth 
in  the  table  below.  Borrowings  are  at  the 
prime  rate  in  all  cases  except  for  loans 
from  First  National  Bank  in  Dallas, 
Republic  National  Bank,  Irving  Trust 
Company,  Security  PaciHc  National 
Bank,  Citibank  and  Chemical  Bank,  in 
all  cases  the  rate  being  107%  of  prime, 
and  except  for  loans  from  the  trust 
departments  of  Texas  Commerce  Bank, 
Mercantile  National  Bank  at  Dallas, 
Republic  National  Bank  and  First  City 
National  Bank  of  Houston,  the  details  of 
which  are  set  forth  following  the  table. 


purchasers  of  such  paper.  The 
Mercantile  Bank  at  Dallas,  Republic 
National  Bank  and  First  City  National 
Bank  of  Houston  trust  fund  borrowings 
would  be  evidenced  by  notes  payable 
on  demand  and  would  bear  interest  at  a 
rate  equal  to  the  highest  annual  interest 
rate  on  30-  to  179-day  commercial  paper 
placed  by  a  major  finance  company  as 
reported  in  The  Wall  Street  Journal. 

The  cost  of  compensating  balances 
and  fees  paid  to  banks  to  maintain 
credit  lines  are  initially  allocated  to  the 
subsidiaries  on  the  basis  of  10%  to  WTU 
and  30%  each  to  CPL,  PSO  and 
SWEPCO.  and  such  costs  are 
retroactively  reallocated  at  the  end  of 
each  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of 
relative  maximum  outstanding  short¬ 
term  borrowings  of  each  company 


(including  CSW  when  it  borrows  for  its 
own  corporate  needs).  Thus  each 
company  is  reallocated  that  proportion 
of  the  total  line  of  credit  costs  which  is 
equal  to  the  percentage  which  its 
maximum  short-term  borrowings  during 
the  year  represents  of  the  aggregate  of 
the  maximum  short-term  borrowings,  on 
a  non-coincidental  basis,  of  all  the 
companies. 

Concerning  the  proposed  increases  in 
aggregate  borrowing  limits,  applicants- 
declarants  seek  authorization  for  short¬ 
term  borrowings  through  December  31, 
1980,  in  an  aggregate  collective  amount 
of  $250,000,000  and  in  the  following 
individual  a'moimts: 

CSW— $250,000,000. 

CPLr-$100,000,000. 

PSO— $90,000,000. 

SWEPCO— $75,000,000. 

WTU— $35,000,000. 

CSWS— $2,000,000. 

It  is  stated  that  the  requested 
authorizations  were  arrived  at  by  cash 
flow  forecasts  which  assumed  that  each 
subsidiary  niight  have  to  postpone  by 
two  mon^s  its  presently  anticipated 
issuances  of  long-term  seciruties. 

The  proceeds  from  the  short-term 
borrowings  will  be  used  (1)  in  the  case 
of  borrowings  by  CPL,  PSO,  SWEPCO 
and  WTU,  for  the  interim  financing  of 
their  construction  programs  and  to 
provide  for  other  temporary  working 
capital  needs;  (2)  in  the  case  of 
borrowings  by  CSW,  for  loans  or 
contributions  to  capital  to  the 
subsidiaries  for  such  purposes;  (3)  in  the 
case  of  borrowings  by  CSWS,  to  provide 
working  capital  for  its  operations;  and 
(4)  to  repay  borrowings  previously 
incurred  for  such  purposes. 

The  estimated  capital  programs  for 
1979  and  1980  for  the  operating 
companies  are  as  follows: 


1979 

1980 

CPL . . 

$193,000,000 

$195,000,000 

PSO . 

157,000,000 

138,000,000 

SWEPCO. . . . 

132,000,000 

166,000,000 

WTU _ _ _ 

19,000,000 

12,000,000 

None  of  the  proceeds  from  such 
borrowings  shall  be  utilized  to  pay  the 
cost  of  facilities  which  would  not  be 
needed  to  provide  service  to  customers 
of  any  of  the  operating  companies  if 
such  operating  company  were  not  part 
of  the  CSW  System,  nor  will  any 
expenditures  be  made  by  any  of  the 
operating  companies  for  the 
construction  or  acquisition  of  any 
facility  not  so  needed  prior  to  the  time 
all  funds  covered  by  this  application- 
declaration  have  been  expended.  For  the 


Bank 


Amount  o(  line  Compensation  basis 


Bankers  Trust  Company . 

First  National  Bank  o(  Chicaga.... 
Fist  National  Bank  in  Dallas _ 


Republic  National  Bank.. 


kving  Tmst  Company.. 


Marine  Midland  Bank . 

Mercantile-Safe  Deposit  &  Trust  Co.. 
Security  Pacific  National  Bank . 


Citibank . 

Chemical  Bank . 

Bank  of  Delaware . - . 

Fist  National  Bank  of  Denver. 
Harris  Trust  &  Savings  Bank.... 
Fist  City  B«ik  of  Dallas . 

Service  Atm  Banks 


CPL  (23  local  banks) . 

PSO  (1  local  bank) . 

SWEPCO  (37  local  banks).... 
WTU  (6  local  banks) . 


S25.000.0(X)  Balances.* 

15,000,000  Balances.* 

6,500,000  S4  million  balances*  and  S2.5 
million  fees.* 

5,000,000  $2.5  million  balarrces*  and 

$2.5  million  fees.* 

5,000,000  $2.5  million  balances*  and 

$2.5  million  fees.* 

5,000.000  Balances.* 

5,000,000  Fees.* 

5,000,000  $2.5  million  balances*  and 

$2.5  million  fees.* 

5,000,000  Fees.* 

5,000,000  Fees.* 

4,500,000  Balances.* 

3,000,000  Balances.* 

2,000,000  Balances.* 

2,000,000  Balances.* 


39,939.000  Balances.* 
10,000,000  Balances.* 
24,215,000  Balances.* 
11,875,000  Balances  * 


Total.. 


178,929,000 


*  Balances  mairrtained  in  support  of  lines  of  credit  are  generally  non-segregatad  working  funds  of  applicants-declarants  and 
are  not  restricted  as  to  withdrawal.  Those  norvsegregated  balances  generally  aggregate  approximately  10%  of  the  line  of  credit 
Substantial  usage  under  these  lines  of  credit  could  result  In  increased  compensating  balance  requirements. 

*  Line  or  designated  portion  thereof  is  supported  by  fee  equal  annu^  to  7%  of  principal  antount  times  the  prime  rate 

*  Lino  or  designated  portion  thereof  is  supported  by  foe  equal  annually  to  %  of  1%  of  principal  amount 
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purpose  of  the  foregoing  representation, 
there  are  included  within  the  meaning  of 
the  term  facilities  all  facilites.  the 
construction  or  acquisition  of  which  are 
or  would  be  part  of  any  proposal  for 
synchronous  interstate  operation  of  the 
CSW  System  forming  the  subject  of  the 
proceedings  in  Central  and  South  West 
Corporation,  et  al.  (Admin.  Proc.  File 
No.  3-4951),  which  would  not  also  be 
required  for  the  continuation  of  the 
dissynclironous  interstate/intrastate 
operation  in  the  mode  presently 
prevailing  in  the  Central  and  South 
West  System. 

CSW  requests  exemption  from  the 
competitive  bidding  requirements  of 
Rule  50  for  its  proposed  issuance  of 
commercial  paper  pursuant  to  Rule 
50(a)(5). 

The  additional  fees  and  expenses  to 
be  encuired  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  transactions  are  estimated  at 
$250.  It  is  stated  that  no  state 
commission  and  no  federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  proposed 
transactions. 

Notice  is  further-given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
July  10, 1979,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  application- 
declaration,  as  amended  by  said  post¬ 
effective  amendments,  wdiich  he  desires 
to  controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personedly  or 
by  mail  upon  the  applicants-declarants 
at  the  above-stated  addresses,  and  proof 
of  service  (by  afTidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application-declaration,  as 
amended  by  said  post-effective 
amendments  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective  as  {M-ovided  in  Rule 
23  of  the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the 
Commission  may  grant  exemption  from 
such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a) 
and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other  action 
as  it  may  deem  apjn-opriate.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hesoing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponement  thereof. 

It  appearing  that  the  amended 
application-declaration,  insofar  as  i.t 


proposes  changes  in  the  banks  from 
which  short-term  borrowings  may  be 
made,  should  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective  forthwith; 

It  is  ordered  that  die  amended 
application-declaration  regarding 
changes  in  the  banks  from  which  short¬ 
term  borrowings  may  be  made  be,  and  It 
hereby  is,  granted  and  permitted  to 
become  effective  forthwith,  subject  to 
the  terms  and  conditions  prescribed  in 
Rule  24  imder  the  Act. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  7»-lMSe  Piled  6-21-79;  8:46  anj 
BILUNG  CODE  8010-01-M 

[Release  No.  21096;  70-6292] 

Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Proposal 
by  Public  Utility  Subsidiary  To  Obtain  a 
Sixty  Year  Franchise  To  Operate  a 
Municipal  Electric  System  and  an 
Option  To  Acquire  That  System 

June  13, 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Louisiana 
Power  &  Light  Company  ("LP&L”),  and 
electric  utility  subsidiary  of  Middle 
South  Utilities,  Inc.,  a  registered  holding 
company,  has  filed  an  application- 
declaration  with  this  Commission 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”), 
designating  Sections  6(a),  7, 9(a),  and  10 
of  the  Act  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transaction.  AH  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application-declaration, 
whidi  is  summarized  below,  for  a 
complete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transaction. 

LP&L  is  a  public  utility  company 
engaged  in  the  business  of  generating, 
transmitting,  distributing  and  selling 
electric  power  and  energy.  It  operates  in 
46  of  the  64  parishes  in  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  including  the  Parish  of 
Richland. 

The  Town  of  Rayville  (‘Town”)  is  a 
municipal  corporation  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  located  in  the  Parish  of 
Richland,  in  the  northeasterly  part  of  the 
State.  Its  population  is  approximately 
4,400  people.  The  Town  owns,  operates 
and  maintains  a  system  for  the 
generation,  distribution  and  sale  of 
electric  power  and  energy  to  customers 
within  its  corporate  limits  as  well  as  to 
some  customers  outside  such  corporate 
limits  (“Electric  System”).  As  of 
December  31, 1978,  the  Town  had  2,408 
electric  customers,  of  which  2,023  were 
classified  as  residential,  340  were 
classified  as  commercial,  5  were 


classified  as  industrial,  and  40  were 
classified  as  government  and  municipal 
customers.  The  Electric  System 
immediately  adjoins  and  is  connected  to 
LP&L’s  electric  system  and  facilities. 

LP&L  states  that,  for  finanadal  and 
other  reasons,  including  difficulty  in 
obtaining  fuel,  the  Town  has  been 
encountering  increasing  difficulty  in  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
Electric  System  and  has  concluded  that 
these  problems  would  continue  to 
become  worse  in  the  future.  At  the 
request  of  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Aldermen  of  the  Town,  representatives  . 
of  LP&L  have  negotiated  with 
representatives  of  the  Town  and  on 
November  20, 1978  submitted  to  the 
Mayor  and  Board  of  Aldermen  an  offer 
(“Offer”)  for  the  operation  and  possible 
ultimate  acquisition  of  the  Electric 
System  by  IJ’&L  as  set  forth  in  an 
operating  agreement  (“Operating 
Agreement”). 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Opierating 
Agreement  LP&L  will  be  obligated,  at  its 
own  expense,  to  operate  and  maintain 
the  entirety  of  the  Electric  System 
exclusive  of  the  generating  facilities 
(“Distribution  System”),  providing  for 
the  entirety  of  the  electric  power  supply 
requirements  of  the  Distribution  System 
and  its  customers,  and  LP&L  may  (but 
will  no  be  obligated  to)  operate  and/or 
maintain  the  Electric  System’s 
generating  facilities  (“Generating 
Facilities”)  or  any  part  thereof;  to  make 
such  additions,  improvements  and 
replacements  to,  extensions  of,  and 
retirements  with  respect  to,  the 
Distribution  System  as  li’&L  considers 
necessary  or  desirable,  and  may  (but 
will  not  be  obligated  to)  make  additions, 
improvements  and  replacements  to,  and 
retirements  with  resp^  to,  file 
Generating  Facilities;  to  read  the  meters 
and  bill  the  customers  of  the 
Distribution  System;  and  to  maintain  in 
effect  certain  insurance  coverages  with 
respect  to  the  Electric  System. 

Additions,  improvements,  replacements 
and  extensions  so  made  shall  be  an 
shall  remain  the  property  of  LP&L,  but 
provisions  is  made  for  the  acquisition 
thereof  by  the  Town  in  the  event  the 
Operating  Agreement  is  terminated  or 
nullified  without  LP&L  acquiring 
ownership  of  the  Electric  System. 

Further,  imder  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  Operating  Agreement  the  rates 
to  be  charged  or  made  available  by 
LP&L  to  the  various  classes  or  categories 
of  customers  of  the  Distribution  System 
shall  be  the  same  rates  which  LP&L 
charges  or  makes  avalable  to  the  same 
classes  or  categories  of  customers 
elsewhere  in  the  State  of  Louisiana. 
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Such  rates  are  regiilated  by  the 
Louisiana  Public  Service  Commission. 

LP&L  will  retain  all  revenues  collected 
by  it  imder  the  Operating  Agreement.  It 
will  however,  be  obligated  to  make 
Amortization  Fund  Deposits  to  a 
designated  fiscal  agent  in  amounts 
sufficient  to  pay  the  principal  of  and 
interest  on  the  Town's  outstanding 
bonds.  iTie  Town  presently  has 
outstanding  bonds  in  the  aggregate 
principal  amoimt  of  $1,859,000  which  are 
payable  from  the  income  and  revenues 
of  its  waterworks  and  electric  systems 
and  plants  (“Bonds”),  consisting  of  the 
principal  amounts  presently  outstanding 
of  four  different  series  of  such  bonds 
issued  during  the  years  1962  through 
1973  (the  Bonds  issued  in  1973  being 
dated  December  1, 1972],  maturing  on 
December  1st  of  the  years  1979  through 
1997,  and  bearing  interest  at  rates  from 
3V*%  to  5V4%  per  annum.  The  average 
rate  of  the  Bonds  is  4.80%  per  annum. 

The  aggregate  annual  amounts  of  the 
Amortization  Fund  Deposits  to  be  made 
by  LP&L  vary  from  a  high  of  $182,035.50 
in  1960  to  a  low  of  $5,162.50  in  1997.  As 
long  as  the  Operating  Agreement  or  the 
franchise  to  be  granted  to  LP&L  by  the 
ordinance  hereinafter  discussed  or  any 
replacement  or  successor  or  successive 
franchise  remains  in  effect,  LP&L  is  also 
obligated  to  pay  the  Town  2%  of  the 
revenues  frtjm  residential  and 
commercial  customers  within  the 
corporate  limits  of  the  Town,  but  if  the 
aggregate  of  such  2%  payments  and 
LP&L's  ad  valorem  taxes  in  the  Town  for 
any  calendar  year  total  less  than 
$65,000,  LP&L  will  pay  the  Town  the 
difference  within  30  days  after  the  end 
of  such  calendar  year,  and  if  residential 
and  commercial  revenues  within  the 
corporate  limits  exceed  $923,000  in  any 
calendar  year,  the  $65,000  will  be 
increased  for  such  calendar  year  by  an 
amount  equal  to  1%  of  such  excess.  The 
Town  is  also  protected  during  the  same 
period  against  the  possibility  that 
increased  electric  rates  may  cause  the 
annual  cost  to  the  Town  of  LP&L’s 
municipal  electric  service  to  the  Town  to 
become  greater  than  the  aggregate  of  the 
annual  payments  set  forth  above.  LP&L 
will  not  assume  or  be  liable  for  any 
contracts,  accounts  payable  or  financial 
obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  Town. 
LP&L  will  have  the  right,  under  the 
Operating  Agreement,  to  pay  and  refund 
any  or  all  of  the  Bonds,  and/or  to  pre- 
refund  any  of  the  Bonds  which  may  not 
then  be  callable. 

'The  Operating  Agreement  will  give 
LP&L  the  further  right,  at  any  time  that 
LP&L  considers  it  economically  feasible 
to  do  so,  to  require  the  Town  to  issue 
and  sell  refunding  bonds  in  an  amoimt 


sufficient  to  pay  and  refund  and/or  pre¬ 
refund  qll  of  the  Bonds  then  outstanding, 
either  (a)  on  the  basis  of  the 
replacement  of  the  Operating  Agreement 
with  a  lease-purchase  agreement 
whereunder  LP&L  would  become  the 
lessee  of  the  Electric  System,  the  lease 
payments  made  by  LP&L  would  be 
sufficient  to  assure  the  payment  of  the 
refunding  bonds,  and  LP&L  would  have 
the  right  to  acquire  the  Electric  System 
on  the  same  basis  as  provided  for  in  the 
Operating  Agreement,  or  (b)  on  the  basis 
of  the  replacement  of  the  Operating 
Agreement  with  a  new  operating 
agreement  reflecting  such  changes  as 
necessarily  result  from  such  refrmding 
but  otherwise  having  substantially  the 
same  terms,  conditions  and  provisions 
as  the  Operating  Agreement.  The  Town 
may  require  LP&L  to  participate  in  such 
a  refunding  provided  that  the  last 
maturing  refunding  bonds  mature  no 
later  than  the  last  maturity  date  of  any 
of  the  Bonds  and  that  the  annual  debt 
service  on  the  refunding  bonds  is  no 
greater  for  any  year  than  the  amount  of 
the  Amortization  Fund  Deposit  for  such 
year. 

The  Operating  Agreement  will  further 
provide  that  at  such  time  as  no  Bonds  or 
refunding  bonds  are  outstanding  (pre¬ 
refunded  Bonds  and/or  pre-refunded 
refunding  bonds  being  considered  as  no 
longer  outstanding],  LP&L  will  have  the 
right  and  option,  for  the  considerations 
resulting  fr^m  the  terms  of  the  Operating 
Agreement  (or  the  terms  of  any  lease- 
purchase  agreement  or  new  operating 
agreement  in  connection  with  any 
refunding  bonds],  to  acquire  from  the 
Town  the  entirety  of  the  Electric  System. 

The  Offer  also  provides  for  the  Mayor 
and  Board  of  Aldermen  of  the  Town  to 
adopt  an  orinance  which  ordinance  will 
order  the  Mayor  of  the  Town  to  execute 
and  deliver  the  Operating  Agreement 
and  such  other  deeds,  conveyances  and 
contracts  as  may  be  necessary 
thereafter  to  carry  out  and  consummate 
the  offer  and  the  terms  of  the  Operating 
Agreement,  and  will  grant  a  60-year 
electric  franchise  throughout  the  Town 
to  LP&L 

To  avoid  the  situation  which  would 
otherwise  exist  if  the  Operating 
Agreement  is  ever  terminated  or 
nullified  without  LP&L  acquiring  the 
ownership  of  the  Electric  System  and 
LP&L’s  franchise  is  still  effective,  the 
Offer  also  provides  for  the  Company  to 
execute  and  deliver  to  the  Town  a  letter 
in  which  the  Company  agrees  that  in 
such  a  situation  it  will,  on  demand, 
release  and  relinquish  such  franchise. 

'  The  fees,  commissions  and  expenses 
to  be  incurred  by  LP&L  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  transaction  are 


estimated  at  $10,000,  including  legal  fees 
of  $8,000.  It  is  stated  that  no  state  or 
federal  commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may.  not  later  than 
July  9, 1979,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  the  filing  which  he  desires 
to  controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  upon  the  applicant-declarant  at 
the  above-stated  address,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate]  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application-declaration,  as 
filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be 
granted  and  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  m  Rule  23  of  the 
General  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the 
commission  may  grant  exemption  frtim 
such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a] 
and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other  action 
as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  or  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered]  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Do&  79-19437  Filed  0-21-79;  S:4S  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  MIO-OI-M 


[Release  No.  10729;  812-4400] 

Minneapolis  Shareholders  Co.;  Filing 
of  Application  Pursuant  to  the  Act  for 
an  Order  Exempting  Proposed 
Transaction 

June  13, 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Minneapolis  Shareholders  Company 
(“Applicant”],  a  Miimesota  corporation 
and  a  closed-end,  non-diversified 
management  investment  company 
registered  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (the  "Act”],  filed 
an  application  on  December  4. 1978,  and 
an  amendment  thereto  on  March  23. 
1979,  for  an  order  pursuant  to  Section 
17(b]  of  the  Act  exempting  from  the 
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provisions  of  Section  17(a]  of  the  Act  a 
proposed  sale  by  Applicant  to  Federal 
Financial  Corp.  (“FFC”)  of  furniture, 
equipment  and  leasehold  improvements 
owned  by  Applicant.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  for  a 
statement  of  the  representations 
contained  therein,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

Applicant  states  that  FFC  is  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  Jacobs  Industries, 
Incorporated  (“JII'']  and  that  }II  holds 
approximately  84  percent  of  Applicant’s 
outstanding  common  stock.  The 
application  states  that,  by  reason  of  the 
foregoing  relationships,  FFC  is  an 
affiliate  of  an  affiliated  person  ()II)  of 
the  Applicant  within  the  meaning  of 
Section  2(a)(3)  of  the  Act. 

Applicant  states  that  on  November  3, 
1978,  its  Board  of  Directors  unanimously 
adopted  a  Plan  of  Dissolution,  Complete 
Liquidation  and  Termination  of 
Existence  ("Plan”)  pursuant  to  which 
Applicant  will  be  dissolved  voluntarily 
in  accordance  with  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Minnesota.  The  Plan  was  approved 
by  shareholders  on  December  21, 1978, 
and  a  certificate  of  dissolution  was  filed 
subsequently  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
of  Minnesota.  Applicant  states  that  its 
shares  were  delisted  from  the  Midwest 
Stock  Exchange  in  January  1979  and 
have  not  been  traded  since  adoption  of 
the  Plan.  Upon  dissolution  of  Applicant 
and  the  distribution  of  substantially  all 
of  its  assets  to  shareholders,  Applicant 
intends  to  file  an  application  wiA  the 
Conynission  for  an  order  that  it  has 
ceased  to  be  investment  company  under 
the  Act 

Applicant  states  that  while 
substantially  all  of  its  assets  are  held  in 
certificates  of  deposit.  Applicant  carried 
on  its  books  at  cost,  as  of  December  31, 
1978,  approximately  $36,802  worth  of 
furniture,  equipment  and  leasehold 
improvements  less  accumulated 
depreciation  of  approximately  $5,303. 
The  furniture  aiui  equipment  were 
purchased  during  the  period  from  Jime 
1977  through  August  1978  at  a  cost  of 
approximately  $26,000  with  the  principal 
amount  of  purchases  arising  in  1977. 
Leasehold  improvements  were  made  in 
late  1977  and  early  1978  at  a  cost  of 
approximately  $23,500  less  a  lessor’s 
advance  of  $12,500.  Applicant  states  that 
it  presently  leases  its  office  facilities 
from  FFC  pursuant  to  a  sublease. 

Applicant  states  that  on  November  14, 
1978,  an  appraisal  of  the  furniture, 
equipment  and  leasehold  improvements 
valued  such  items  at  $8,700.  On  that 
date  the  officers  of  the  Applicant 
entered  into  an  agreement 
(‘‘Agreement’’)  with  FFC  for  the  sale  of 


those  items  to  FFC  and  the  termination 
of  the  sublease  between  Applicant  and 
FFC  for  a  payment  to  Applicant  by  FFC 
of  $10,000  subject  to  the  issuance  of  an 
order  by  the  Commission  to  the  effect 
that  the  proposed  sale  of  furniture, 
equipment  and  leasehold  improvements 
is  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Section 
17(a)  of  the  Act.  The  shareholders  of 
Applicant  approved  the  Agreement, 
including  a  payment  equal  to  or  greater 
than  $10,000,  on  December  21, 1978. 
Applicant  states  that  shareholder 
approval  was  not  required  by  law  and 
therefore  was  not  a  condition  precedent 
to  the  closing  of  the  Agreement. 
Applicant  states  that  following 
shareholder  approval  of  the  Agreement 
Applicant  determined  that  the  $10,000 
purchase  price  appeared  to  be  low  in 
view  of  how  recently  some  of  the 
furniture  had  been  purchased  and  FFC’s 
apparent  intention  to  remain  a  tenant  in 
the  leased  space.  Following  futher 
consideration  on  the  question  of  price 
for  the  furniture,  equipment  and 
leasehold  improvements  a  new  price  of 
$31,499,  the  depreciated  book  value  of 
the  items,  was  agreed  upon  and  the 
Agreement  was  amended  to  reflect  that 
price  on  March  1, 1979. 

Section  17(a)(2)  of  the  Act,  with 
certain  exceptions  not  here  relevant, 
prohibits  an  affiliated  person  or  an 
affiliated  person  of  such  person,  acting 
as  principal,  knowingly  to  purchase  from 
a  registered  company  any  security  or 
other  property.  Action  17(b)  of  the  Act 
provides  that  the  Commission,  upon 
application,  shall  exempt  a  transaction 
fi^m  the  provisions  of  Action  17(a)  of 
the  Act  if  the  evidence  establishes  that 
the  terms  of  the  transaction,  including 
the  consideration  to  be  paid  or  received, 
are  reasonable  and  fair  and  do  not 
involve  overreaching  on  the  part  of  any 
person  concerned,  and  that  the  proposed 
transaction  is  consistent  with  the  policy 
of  the  registered  investment  company 
concerned  and  the  general  purposes  of 
the  Act. 

Applicant  contends  that  to  insure  that 
the  sale  of  the  assets  results  in  the  most 
favorable  return  to  its  shareholders  such 
assets  should  be  sold  as  a  package. 
Applicant  represents  that  l^C  will 
utilize  the  facilities  and  therefore  will 
place  the  highest  value  on  such  assets. 
Applicant  further  contends  that  the 
A^eement  will  permit  a  quick  sale  and 
will  enable  the  Applicant  to  wind  up  its 
affairs  more  quicldy,  thereby  saving  the 
expense  of  continued  operation. 
Applicant  also  points  out  that  while  the 
appraisal  of  the  items  being  sold  was 
$8,700,  the  Agreement  provides  that 
Applicant  will  sell  them  and  be 
permitted  to  terminate  its  sublease  with 


FFC  for  $31,499.  For  these  reasons,  the 
Applicant  believes  that  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  transaction,  including  the 
consideration  to  be  paid,  are  reasonable 
and  fair  and  do  not  involve  overreaching 
on  the  part  of  any  person  concerned. 
Applicant  represents  that  the  proposed 
transaction  is  consistent  with  its  stated 
investment  policy  and  with  the  general 
purposes  of  the  Act 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
July  9, 1979,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  • 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nat\u«  of  his 
interest  the  reason  for  such  request,  and 
the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law 
proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may 
request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicant  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attomey-at- 
law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-^  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  following 
said  date  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-19438  Filed  6-21-79;  S:45  am) 

8ILUN0  CODE  S010-01-M 


[Retease  No.  34-15929;  nie  No.  SR- 
NESOTC-79-2] 

New  England  &  Securities  Depository 
Trust  Co.;  Self-Regulatory 
Organizations 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29, 16  (June  4, 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  May  18, 1979,  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  proposed 
rule  change  as  follows:  Statement  of  the 
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Terms  of  Substance  of  the  Proposed 
Rule  Change. 

The  proposed  rule  change  sets  forth 
the  procedures  and  fees  for  a  Collateral 
Loah  Program  whereby  Participants  in 
New  England  Securities  Depository 
Trust  Company  (“NESDTC”)  can  pledge 
securities  within  NESDTC. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  pxirpose  of  the 
foregoing  proposed  ml?  change  is  as 
follows: 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  provide  a  vehicle  at 
NESDTC  whereby  Participants  can 
collateralize  loans  by  means  of  a  pledge 
shown  on  the  books  of  NESDTC  as 
permitted  by  the  Uniform  Commercial 
Code. 

The  proposed  rule  change  extablishes 
a  program  within  NESDTC  whereby  its 
Participants  are  enabled  to  pledge 
securities  within  the  Depository.  This  is 
far  more  efficient  and  safe  than 
requiring  the  securities  to  be  withdrawn 
fi-om  the  Depository  to  a  transfer  agent 
for  transfer,  essentially  landing  in  die 
vaults  of  a  lending  bank,  and,  when  the 
loan  is  paid,  reversing  the  procedure. 

No  comments  have  been  solicited  or 
received  with  respect  to  the  program. 

Competition  between  depositories 
will  be  enhanced  by  the  program.  Other 
depositories  already  are  offering  the 
program  to  their  participants  and  ' 
NESDTC’s  program  and  fees  are 
competitive  with  the  others. 

bn  or  before  July  30, 1979,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  file  6  copies  thereof 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
filing  with  respect  to  the  foregoing  and 
of  all  written  submissions  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies 
of  such  filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 


regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number 
referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  July  16, 
1979. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  June  15, 1979. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19439  Piled  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  tOIO-Ot-M 


[Release  No.  34-15928;  File  No.  SR-OCC-^ 
1979-3] 

Options  Clearing  Corp.;  Seif- 
Regulatory  Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29, 16  (June  4, 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  diat  on  June  12, 1979,  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  proposed 
rule  change  as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  would 
provide  for  compensation  of  the 
members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  at 
such  rates  as  the  Board  of  Directors  may 
from  time  to  time  determine. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the 
foregoing  proposed  rule  change  is  as 
follows: 

The  pupose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  provide  for  compensation  of 
the  members  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 
Members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  will 
be  compensated  at  such  rates  as  the 
Board  of  Directors  may  from  time  to 
time  determine. 

The  proposed  rule  change  contributes 
to  the  public  interest  and  the  protection 
of  investors  by  improving  the  self- 
regulatory  organization's  ability  to 
attract  and  retain  qualified  directors. 

Comments  were  not  and  are  not 
intended  to  be  solicited  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change. 

OCC  does  not  believe  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  imposes  any 
burden  on  competition. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  At 
any  time  within  sixty  days  of  the  filing 
of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the 
Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the 
Commission  that  such  action  is  * 


necessary  or  appropriate- in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors, 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934.  - 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
argiunents  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  file  6  copies  thereof 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  Copies  of  the 
filing  with  respect  to  the  foregoing  and 
of  all  written  submissions  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies 
of  such  filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number 
referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  July  16. 
1979. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  June  15, 1979. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

pit  Doc.  79-19440  Filed  6-21-79: 8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  8010-01-M 


(Release  No.  34-15927  File  No.  SR-SCCP 
79-91 

Stock  Clearing  Corp.  of  Philadelphia; 
Self-Regulatory  Organizations 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29, 16  (June  4, 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  June  4, 1979  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  proposed 
Rule  change  as  follows: 

Statement  of  Terms  of  Substance  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change 

Stock  Clearing  Corporation  of  - 
Philadelphia  (SCCP)  proposes  an 
amendment  to  Rule  23,  Compensation, 
instituting  a  deposit  reject  fee  of  $5.00 
per  item  for  all  deposits  submitted  to  the 
PHILADEP  depository  not  in  good  form. 
The  fee  will  be  waived  if  the  member 
could  not  have  reasonably  known  why 
the  item  was  not  in  good  form,  or  if  the 
member's  rejects  are  2  percent  or  less  of 
his  total  deposits  for  the  month. 

Also,  SCCP  proposes  to  further  amend 
Rule  23  to  reflect  a  $75.00  maximum 
value  charge  for  each  purchase  or  sale 
transaction  which  has  been  effective 
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and  In  practice  since  October  1975.  This 
maximum  charge  was  inadvertently 
omitted  from  Rule  23  when  it  was 
revised  in  August  1977. 

The  text  of  the  proposed  Rule  change 
is  attached  as  Exhibit  2. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose  of 
Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  Rule 
change  is  to  make  it  more  cost-related 
for  the  additional  servicing  involved  in 
handling  members’  deposits  not  in  good 
form. 

The  proposed  Rule  change  provides 
equitable  allocation  of  reasonable  dues, 
fees  and  other  charges  among 
participating  members  in  accordance 
with  the  standards  set  forth  in  Section 
17A(bK3)(D)  of  the  Act. 

No  formal  comments  have  bden 
solicited  or  received  regarding  the 
proposed  Rule  chaiige. 

No  burden  on  competition  will  be 
imposed  by  the  proposed  Rule  change. 
The  proposed  rate  schedule  does  not 
discriminate  between  marketplaces  nor 
does  it  inhibit  clearing  interfaces. 

The  foregoing  Rule  change  has 
become  effective  pursuant  to  Section 
19(b](3]  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934.  At  any  time  within  sixty  days  of 
the  filing  of  such  proposed  Rule  change, 
the  Commission  may  summarily 
abrogate  such  Rule  change  if  it  appears 
to  the  Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors, 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  file  6  copies  thereof 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Conunission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
filing  with  respect  to  the  foregoing  and 
of  all  written  submissions  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100  “L" 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of 
such  filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number 
referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  July  16, 
1979. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 


Dated:  June  15, 1979. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  79-19441  nied  fr-21-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  M10-01-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  981 

Assignment  of  Hearings 

June  19, 1979. 

Cases  are  assi^ed  for  hearing, 
postponement,  cancellation  or  oral 
argument  appear  below  and  will  be 
published  only  once.  This  list  contains 
prospective  assignments  only  and  does 
not  include  cases  previously  assigned 
hearing  dates.  The  hearings  will  be  on 
the  issues  as  presently  reflected  in  the 
Official  Docket  of  the  Commission.  An 
attempt  will  be  made  to  publish  notices 
of  cancellation  of  hearings  as  promptly 
as  possible,  but  interested  parties 
should  take  appropriate  steps  to  insure 
that  they  are  notified  of  cancellation  or 
postponements  of  hearings  in  which 
they  are  interested. 

MC  P-13629,  Shoemaker  Trucking 
Company — Purchase  (Portion) — Herrett 
Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-F-13627,  Shoemaker 
Trucking  Company — Purchase  (Portion) — 
Herrett  Trucking  Co.,  Inc. 

MC  138875  (Sub-93F),  Shoemaker  Trucking 
Company,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
September  12, 1979  (3  days),  at  Portland, 
Oregon  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

FF  511F,  Key  Forwarding  Co.,  now  assigned 
for  hearing  on  September  17, 1979  (2  days), 
at  Portland,  Oregon,  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  141911  (Sub-3F),  Arthur  Dennis 
Demontigny  d/b/ a/  Demontigny  Trucking, 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  September  19, 
1979  (3  days),  at  Portland,  Oregon  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  720  (Sub-58F),  Bird  Trucking  Company, 
Inc.,  No.  MC-139577  (Sub-27F).  Adams 
Transit,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
September  11, 1979  (9  days),  at  Madison, 
Wisconsin,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  136393  (Sub-2F),  NY.  NJ.  Conn.  Frei^t  & 
Messenger  Corp.,  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  139323  (Sub-5F),  Kars  Transport,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  30, 1979  (1 
week),  at  Miami,  FI.,  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  104656  (Sub*14F),  Mandreil  motor  Coach, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on  July 

25, 1979  (3  days),  at  Easton,  MD  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

AB-7  (Sub-68F)  Stanley  E.  G.  Hillman, 

Trustee  of  the  Property  of  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.  Debtor,  Abandonment  near  Ortonville 
and  Fargo,  IN.  Big  Stone  and  Traverse 


Counties,  MN:  Roberts  County,  SD,  and 
Richland  and  Cass  Counties,  ND.  now 
being  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  23, 1979 
(5  days),  at  Wahpeton,  ND.  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 

AB-7  (Sub-78F)  Stanley  E.  G.  Hillman, 

Trustee  of  the  property  of  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  RR  Co. 
Debtor  Abandonment  near  Fairfield  and 
Agawam,  IN.  Teton  County,  MT.  now  being 
assigned  for  hearing  on  August  13, 1979  (5 
days),  at  Chouteau,  MT.  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  designated  later. 

MC  143328  (Sub-15F),  Eugene  Tripp  Trucking 
now  assigned  for  hearing  July  10, 1979  at 
San  Francisco,  California  and  will’be  held 
in  Room  510  5th  Floor  211  Main  St. 

No.  37101,  Pacific  States  Railcar  Company  V. 
The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company,  Et  A1  now  assigned  for 
hearing  July  16, 1979  at  San  Francisco, 
California  and  will  be  held  in  Room  510  5th 
Floor  211  Main  St. 

MC  140389  (Sub-36F),  Osborne 
Transportation,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for 
hearing  July  18, 1979  at  San  Francisco, 
California  and  will  be  held  in  Room  510  5th 
Floor  211  Main  St^ 

MC  120098  (Sub-31F),  Uintah  Freightways 
now  ^signed  for  hearing  July  17, 1979  at 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  and  will  be  held  in 
Room  3421  Federal  Bldg.,  215  State  St. 

MC  51146  (Sub-640F)  Scheider  TransporL 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  July  23, 1979 
at  Chicago,  Illinois  and  will  be  held  in 
Room  3855  230  South  Dearborn  St. 

MC  8472  (Sub-7F),  South  End  Cartage  now 
assigned  for  hearing  July  24, 1979  at 
Chicago,  Illinois  and  will  be  held  in  Room 
3855  230  S.  Dearborn  St. 

MC  119789  (Sub-527F),  Caravan  Refrigerated 
Cargo,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  July 

20. 1979  at  Chicago,  Blinois  and  will  be 

held  in  Room  1319  E.  M.  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219 
South  Dearborn  St.  , 

MC  133655  (Sub-128F),  Trans-National  Truck, 
Ino.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  July  26, 1979 
at  Chicago,  Illinois  and  will  be  held  in 
Room  349  230  South  Dearborn  St. 

AB-1  (Sub-73F)  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  Abandonment 
neair  Marathon  and  Alton  in  Buena  Vista, 
Clay,  O'Brien  and  Sioux  Coimties,  LA  now 
being  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  23, 1979 
(5  days),  at  Alton,  LA.  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  designated  later. 

MC  123407  (Sub-494F),  Sawyer  Transport, 

Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  June  19, 
1979  at  Washington,  D.C.,  is  cancelled  and 
application  dismissed. 

MC  113678  (Sub-775F),  Curtis,  Inc.  now  being 
assigned  for  prehearing  conference  on  July 

31. 1979  at  the  offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  25798  (Sub-349F),  Clay  Hyder  Trucking 
Lines,  Inc.  now  being  assigned  for  hearing 
..on  October  9, 1979  (9  days),  at  Orlando,  FL. 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  14252  (Sub-37F),  Commercial  Lovelace 
Motor  Freight  Inc.  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  September  11, 1979  (9  days),  at 
Louisville,  KY.  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

FF  514,  Southern  Pacific  Marine  Transport 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  25. 
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1979  at  San  Francisco,  CA.  is  cancelled  and 
transferred  to  Modified  Procedure. 

MC 129480  (Sub-37F),  Tri-Line  Expressways. 
LTD,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  16, 
1979  (3  days),  at  Denver,  Co.,  is  postponed 
indefinitely. 

MC  46054  (Sub-79F).  Brown  Express,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  17, 1979  (9 
days),  at  Dallas,  TX.,  and  will  be  held  in 
the  Sheraton  Inn,  Mockingbird  West,  1893 
W.  Mockingbird. 

MC  13655  (Sub-133F),  Trans-National  Truck. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  9, 
1979  (1  day),  at  New  York,  N.Y,  and  will  be 
held  in  Room  D-2206,  Federal  Building,  26 
Federal  Plaza. 

MC  128051  (Sub-3F},  Makar  Trucking,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  10, 1979  (2 
days),  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  will  be  held 
m  Room  D-2206,  Federal  Building,  26 
Federal  Plaza. 

No.  37107,  William  Considine  V.  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  will  be  held  in  Room  D-2206, 
Federal  Building,  26  Federal  Plaza. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-1BS34  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M  ' 


[No.  37137] 

National  Industrial  Traffic  League- 
Petition  for  Rulemaking— Freight  Car 
Demurrage,  Suspension  Board  Case 
No.  68867;  Increased  Demurrage 
Charges,  Nationwide,  February  1979 

Decided:  Jime  15, 1979. 

By  petition  filed  February  15, 1979,. 
under  Rule  42  of  the  Conunission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  49  CFR  1100.42,  The 
National  Industrial  Traffic  League 
(League),’  requests  the  Commission  to 
institute  a  proceeding  for  the  purpose  of 
issuing  a  statement  and  rule  of  general 
applicability  designed  to  implement  and 
interpret  49  U.S.C.  Sub  Title  IV  (formerly 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act)  regarding 
general  freight  care  demurrage. 

In  Suspension  Board  Case  No.  68867 
by  petitions  filed  on  February  20, 1979, 
and  February  21, 1979,  Archer-Daniels- 
Midland  Company  et  al.  (A-D-M)  and 
Fort  Howard  Paper  Company, 
respectively,  seek  administrative  review 
of  the  Commission’s  decision  not  to 
investigate  or  suspend  changes  in 
demurrage  charges  which  became 
effective  February  1, 1979.  In  the 
alternative,  A-D-M  requests  the 
institution  of  an  investigation  into  the 
lawfulness  of  the  schedules  which 
became  effective  February  1, 1979  with 
an  accounting  of  the  increased  charges 


'  Statements  in  support  of  the  League's  request 
were  filed  by  The  Motor  Vehicle  Manufacturers 
Association,  New  Orleans  Traffic  and 
Transportation  Bureau,  Ina,  Houston  Port  Bureau. 
Inc.,  Asphalt  Roofing  Manufacturers  Associatioa 
and  Gulf  Supply  Company,  Inc. 


collected  from  the  date  of  the  order 
instituting  such  investigation.  The 
railroads  replied  to  the  A-D-M  petition. 

In  the  title  proceeding.  No.  37137,  the 
League  believes  that  a  comprehensive 
analysis  of  the  operation  and  effect  of 
present  demurrage  rules,  regulations, 
and  charges  is  necessary.  In  its  opinion, 
problems  relating  to  the  utilization  of 
freight  cars  and  the  car  shortages  have 
reached  a  point  in  time  where  ad  hoc 
adjustments  in  demurrage  rules, 
regulations,  and  charges  are  inadequate 
to  insure  effective  car  utilizations 
without  undue  penalties.  To  that  end, 
petitioner  seeks  a  comprehensive 
investigation  of  the  present  demurrage 
rules,  regulations,  and  charges,  for  the 
purpose  of  making  improvements  in  the 
present  arrangements  and  to  achieve  car 
utilization  goals.  As  a  predicate  for  its 
requested  action,  petitioner  notes  that 
since  1971  there  have  been  a  large 
number  of  changes  in  demurrage  rules; 
regulations,  and  charges,  that  recently 
the  Commission  took  no  action  (failed  to 
suspend  or  investigate)  on  increases  in 
demurrage  charges,  that  those  changes 
in  rules,  regulations  and  charges  since 
1971  have  resulted  in  massive  burdens 
to  the  shipping  public  accompanied  by  a 
deterioration  in  car  service  and  car 
utilization,  and  thaL  in  light  of  those 
factors,  there  is  a  need  for  a  broad  scale 
review  by  the  Commission  of  the 
operation  and  effect  of  demurrage 
charges  in  achieving  the  goal  of  more 
effective  car  utilization  without  undue 
penalty.  Petitioner  asserts  that  a 
comprehensive  review  is  impossible  in 
the  context  of  specific  demurrage 
proposals  by  the  railroads  and  that  a 
review  could  be  accomplished  only  in  a 
rulemaking  proceeding.  Petitioner 
suggests  at  least  four  broad  areas  to  be 
addressed  in  the  proposed  rulemaking: 

1.  Identification  of  the  precise  effect  of 
changes  since  1971  in  demurrage  rules, 
regulations,  and  charges  on  the  car  supply 
and  utilization. 

2.  Establishment  of  regulations  requiring 
demurrage  funds  to  be  used  to  increase  the 
car  fleet  or  to  improve  car  service. 

3.  Establishment  of  a  structure  of  "reverse 
demurrage"  to  encourage  shippers  to  release 
cars  more  promptly. 

4.  Development  of  a  structure  of  penalties 
and  incentives  applicable  to  the  Nation's 
railroads  so  as  to  improve  car  utilization.  ‘ 

These  four  suggested  areas  are  not 
meant  to  be  exhaustive  of  potential 
areas  suitable  for  investigation. 

We  believe  that  the  petition  in  No. 
37137  must  be  denied.  Initially,  the 
petition,  filed  February  15, 1979,  appears 
to  be  a  reaction  to  the  decision  in 
Suspension  Board  case  No.  68867, 
January  31, 1979,  not  to  suspend  or  to 


investigate.  Moreover,  it  is  apparent  that 
petitioner’s  request  is  extremely  broad 
>in  nature  and  would  of  a  necessity 
severely  tax  the  limited  resources  of  this 
Commission.  Petitioner’s  intimation  that 
increases  in  demurrage  charges  have 
been  authorized  without  any  redeeming 
value  does  not  comport  with  the  factual 
situation.  To  the  contrary,  the 
Commission  has  consistently  exercised 
supervisory  powers  over  demurrage 
rules,  regulations,  and  charges  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  care  supply  and 
utilization^  And  its  actions  in  several 
instances  have  fostered  better  care 
utilization.  See  for  example.  Ex  Parte 
No.  241,  Investigation  of  Adequacy  of 
Freight  Car  Ownership,  358 1.C.C.  230  in 
which  a  more  prompt  release  of 
assigned  cars  was  initiated  by  a  service 
order  and  subsequently  adopted  by  the 
railroad. 

Moreover,  in  light  of  the  recent 
Supreme  Court  action  in  denying 
certiorari  in  Ex  Parte  No.  289,  supra, 
March  19, 1979,  and  the  pendency  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  344,  Terminal  Performance 
Standards  Governing  The 
Transportation  of  Non-Perishable 
Commodities,  instituted  June  19, 1978 
(see  also,  Ex  Parte  No.  270  (Sub-No.  2), 
Investigation  of  Railroad  Freight 
Service,  345 1.C.C.  2941),  we  believe  that 
petitioner’s  request  is  premature.  An 
evaluation  of  the  results  and  effects  of 
those  proceedings  should  precede  any 
broad  rulemaking  proceeding  as 
suggested  here  by  petitioner. 

We  would  also  note  the  possibility  of 
other  alternatives  with  regard  to 
petitioner’s  objectives  of  a  review  of 


*  Allied  Chemical  Carp.  v.  Burlington  Northern 
Inc.,  351 1.C.C.  748;  353  I.C.C.  499  (private  car  owner 
required  to  comply  with  demurrage  tariff 
requirements);  Ormet  Corp.  v.  Illinois  Central  R. 

Co.,  337  LCC.  653;  341  LC.C  647  (origin  demurrage 
practices  strictly  construed);  Consignees' Obligation 
to  Unload  Rail  Cars,  340  LC.C  405  (consignee's 
obligation  to  clean  the  car  before  returning  it  to  the 
carrier— carrier  to  retain  car  on  demurrage  until 
cleaned  or  to  bill  shipper  for  transportation  of 
refuse);  Ex  Parte  No.  285,  Maintenance  of  Records 
Pertaining  to  Demurrage,  352  LC.C  739  (railroads 
required  to  establish  and  maintain  records 
pertaining  to  demurrage);  Ex  Parte  No.  289, 
Remittance  of  Demurrage  Charges,  349  LC.C.  411; 
353  LC.C  567,  aff'd,  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Chicago 
Terminal  Company,  et  al.  v.  United  States  of 
America,  et  al.,  583  F.  2d  878  (3d  Cir.  1978),  cert, 
denied.  March  19, 1979,  No.  78-1060  and  78-1049 
(remittance  to  the  car  owner  of  demurrage  over  $10 
per  day  required);  and  Ex  Parte  No.  241, 
Investigation  of  Adequacy  of  Freight  Car 
Ownership,  353  LC.C.  230  (prescribed  Car  Service 
Rule  16  modified  to  allow  cancellation  of 
assignment  of  car  on  one  day’s  notice.  Car  Service 
Order  No.  1112,  Railroad  Operating  Regulations  for 
Freight  Car  Movement,  served  October  3, 1972, 
authorized  a  storage  charge  of  $5  per  car  per  day  for 
cars  assigned  to  a  shipper.  A  similar  provisions  was 
later  published  in  the  carriers’  demurrage  tariff  with 
a  one  day  cancellation  notice  but  the  carriers  had 
failed  to  request  modification  of  Car  Service  Rule 
16). 
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demurrage  rules,  regulations,  and 
charges.  The  Section  5b  (now  49  U.S.C. 

§  10706)  agreement  relating  in  part  to 
demurrage  tentatively  approved  by  the 
Commission  in  Railroad  Per  Diem, 
Mileage,  Demurrage^Agreement,  353 
I.C.C.  673,  358 1.C.C.  481,  provides  in 
Chapter  III  that  the  railroad  Committee 
on  Compensation,  Association  of 
American  Railroads  (AAR),  shall 
consider  proposals  for  change  in 
demurrage  rules,  regulations,  and 
charges  submitted  by  duly  designated 
committees  of  interested  shipper 
organizations  and  other.  Additionally, 
the  Committee  on  Compensation  shall 
designate  a  standing  committee  to  meet 
with  representatives  of  interested 
shipper  organizations  and  others 
concerning  proposals  for  change  in 
demurrage  rules,  regulations,  and 
charges,  to  receive  suggestions  from 
individual  shippers,  and  to  make 
recommendations  to  the  Committee  on 
Compensation  with  respect  to  changes 
in  demurrage  rules,  regulations,  and 
charges.  Approval  of  an  agreement  does 
not  give  members  of  a  rate  bureau 
unbridled  freedom  but  carries  with  it 
responsibility  and  accountability  to 
others. 

We  believe  that  petitioner  has  the 
prerogative  of  developing  specific 
proposals  to  meet  the  problems  raised  in 
its  petition  and  presenting  such 
proposals  to  the  AAR  Committee  on 
Compensation  or  its  standing 
committee.  Congress  in  the  4  R  Act, 
Public  Law  94-210,  Section  101(b), 
sought  to  balance  the  needs  of  carriers, 
shippers,  and  the  public  while  at  the 
same  time  providing  the  railroad 
industry  with  a  greater  degree  of 
latitude  in  its  day-to-day  operations. 
Consistent  with  that  Congressional 
philosophy,  petitioner  may,  on  its  own 
initiative,  develop  specific  proposals  for 
changes  in  demurrage  for  submittal  to 
the  AAR  Committee  on  Compensation 
or  its  standing  committee.  Should  such 
an  initiative  be  taken,  it  will  be  closely 
monitored  by  the  Commission  including 
attendance  at  any  rate  bureaus  meetings 
on  this  subject.  We  wish  to  make  it 
absolutely  blear  that  we  are  willing  to 
reconsider  this  matter  if  the  AAR 
proceedings  are  not  responsive  to 
shippers'  initiatives. 

Accordingly,  we  will  deny  the  petition 
seeking  the  institution  of  a  rulemaking 
proceeding,  without  prejudice  to  a 
refiling  at  a  later  time  should  the 
circumstances  so  warrant.  As  noted 
previously,  the  petition  is  extremely 
broad  in  scope.  If  a  refiling  is  deemed 
warranted,  petitioners  should  refine  and 
specifically  define  their  proposal.  Cf., 


Rule  30,  49  CFR  1100.30,  of  the  ? 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice. 

In  the  embraced  matter  Suspension 
Board  Case  No.  68867,  the  Commission  ' 
on  January  31, 1979,  took  no  action  and 
the  proposed  increases  in  demurrage 
charges  became  effective  on  February  1, 
1979.  A-D-M  and  Fort  Howard,  in 
general  criticize  the  inaction  by  the 
Commission,  argue  that  protesting 
shippers  were  not  given  the  opportvmity 
to  review  and  rebut  evidence 
substantially  by  the  railroads  and  that 
an  investigation  is  most  appropriate  at 
this  time.  At  the  outset  it  should  be 
noted  that  formal  petitions  for 
administrative  review  of  a  decision  not 
to  suspend  or  investigate  are  not 
contemplated  by  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice.  The  Commission’s 
decision  not  to  suspend  or  to  investigate 
was  the  product  of  a  careful  and 
indpendent  evaluation  of  the  evidence 
submitted  by  the  parties  within  the 
framework  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice.  Parties  not  satisfied  by  that 
decision  may,  of  course,  always  file  an 
appropriate  complaint.  Nevertheless,  we 
shall  treat  the  requests  of  A-D-M  and 
Fort  Howard  as  petitions  seeking  the 
institution  of  an  investigation.  We 
believe  that  our  comments  relating  to 
No.  37137  are  equally  applicable  to  A- 
•D-M  and  Fort  Howard.  Accordingly,  in 
light  of  our  decision  in  No.  37137,  we 
shall  also  deny  the  petitions  seeking  the 
institution  of  an  investigation  in 
Suspension  Board  Case  No.  68867.  This 
is  not  to  be  construed  as  a  lack  of 
concern  over  the  problems  described  on 
petition.  We  will  closely  monitor  the 
situation  and  will  look  favorably  on  a 
petition  for  more  limited  relief  as 
discussed  above  should  circumstances 
warrant.® 

It  is  ordered: 

The  petition  in  No.  37137  seeking  the 
institution  of  a  rulemaking  proceeding 
concerning  demurrage  rules,  regulations, 
and  charges  is  denied  without  prejudice 
to  refiling  at  a  leter  date. 

The  petitions  in  Suspension  Board 
Case  No.  68867  seeking  the  institution  of 
an  investigation  into  demurrage  rules, 
regulations,  and  charges  are  denied. 

This  decision  does  not  signihcantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  and  is  not  a  major  action 
under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

This  decision  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 


*Evpn  if  we  were  to  grant  the  petitions,  the 
burden  of  proof,  as  in  a  complaint  case,  would  still 
rest  with  the  petitioners. 


By  the  Commission,  Chairman  O’Neal,  Vice 
Chairman  Brown,  Commissioners  Stafford, 
Gresham,  Clapp,  and  Christian. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19530  Filed  6-21-79;  6:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  703S-01-M 


[Notice  No.  95] 

Motor  Carrier  Temporary  Authority 
Appiicationa 

June  7, 1979 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  cm  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  officicd  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
them  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the  date 
the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  F^eral  Register.  One 
copy  of  the  protest  must  be  served  on 
the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protestant 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protest  must  identify  the 
operating  authority  upon  which  it  is 
predicated,  specifying  the  “MC”  docket 
and  “Sub”  number  and  quoting  the 
'  particular  portion  of  authority  upon 
which  it  relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall 
specify  the  service  it  can  and  will 
provide  and  the  amount  and  type  of 
equipment  it  will  make  available  for  use 
in  connection  with  the  service 
contemplated  by  the  TA  application.  ' 
The  weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be 
governed  by  the  completeness  and 
pertinence  of  the  protestant’s 
information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  its 
application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  exapiined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also 
in  the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 

Note. — All  applications  seek  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

MC  2392  (Sub-123TA),  filed  April  26, 
1979.  Applicant:  WHEELER 
"  TRANSPORT  SERVICE,  INC.,  7722  F  St.. 
Omaha,  NE  68127.  Representative:  Keith 
D.  Wheeler,  same  address  as  applicant. 
Fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
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vehicles,  from  Columbus,  ME  to  points  in 
lA.  KS.  and  SD.  for  180  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Getty  Refining 
and  Marketing  Company,  P.O.  Box  1650, 
Tulsa,  OK  74102.  Send  protests  to: 

Carroll  Russell,  ICC,  Suite  620, 110  No, 
14th  St.,  Omaha,  NE  68102. 

MC  71593  (Sub-28TA),  filed  April  5, 
1979.  Applicant:  FORWARDERS 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1608  E.  2nd  Street, 
Scotch  Plains.  NJ  07076.  Representative: 
Peter  Wolff.  P.O.  Box  116,  ^ranton,  PA 
18504.  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment)  between  points  in  the  State 
of  California  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  States  of  KS,  LA, 
MO,  OK,  and  TX,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  moving  on 
freight  forwarder  bills  of  lading,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Coast 
Carloading  Company,  1041  Richmond 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90031.  Send 
protests  to:  Robert  E.  Johnston,  D/S, 

ICC,  9  Clinton  Street,  Room  618, 

Newark,  NJ  07102. 

MC  71593  (Sub-29TA),  filed  April  5. 
1979.  Applicant:  FORWARDERS 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1608  East  2nd 
Street,  Scotch  Plains,  NJ  07076, 
Representative:  Peter  Wolff,  P.O.  Box 
116,  Scranton,  PA  18504.  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  deffned  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment) 
between  Newark,  NJ  and  New  York,  NY, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Meriden,  New  Haven  and  Stratford,  CT, 
Auburn,  Boston,  Brockton,  Springfield 
and  Worcester,  MA,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  moving  on 
Freight  Forwarder  bills  of  lading  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  ABC  Trans 
National  Transport,  Inc.,  201-llth 
Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10001;  New 
England  Forwarding  Company,  Inc.,  55 
Van  Keuren,  New  Jersey,  NJ  07306.  Send 
protests  to:  Robert  E.  Johnston,  D/S, 

ICC,  9  Clinton  Street.  Room  618, 

Newark,  NJ  07102. 

MC  82492  (Sub-235TA).  filed  March  9. 
1979.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  & 
NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  2109 
Olmstead  Road,  P.O.  Box  2853, 
Kalamazoo,  MI  49003.  Representative: 
Dewey  R.  Marselle,  2109  Olmstead 
Road,  P.O.  Box  2853,  Kalamazoo,  MI 
49003.  Household  products  and  related 
articles,  except  in  bulk,  from  Waxdale, 
WI  to  points  in  the  States  of  MI,  OH, 
Western  NY,  Western  PA.  For  180  days. 


An  uitderlying  ETA  seeks  90  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  S.  C. 
Johnson  &  Son,  Inc.,  1525  Howe  Street, 
Racine,  WI  53403.  Send  protests  to:  C.  R. 
Flemming,  D/S,  ICC,  225  Federal 
Building,  Lansing,  MI  48933. 

MC  44932  (Sub-ITTA),  filed  March  30, 
1979.  Applicant:  W.  W.  YOUNG  &  SON, 
INC.,  11861  S.  Cottage  Grove  Ave.. 
Chicago,  IL  60628.  Representative: 

Jerome  J.  Netko,  same  address  as 
applicant.  Scrap  iron  or  steel,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  vehicles,  between  Kenosha. 

Brown,  Fond  du  Lac,  Eau  Claire, 
Waupaca,  Racine,  Walworth,  Rock, 
Green,  Dane,  Jefferson,  Waukesha. 
Milwaukee,  Ozaukee,  Washington, 

Dodge  Counties  Wisconsin,  Chicago,  IL 
commercial  zone,  Peoria,  IL  commercial 
zone,  and  Danville,  IL  commercial  zone, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Consumers  Steel  &  Supply  Co.,  17^  8e 
Holbom  St„  Racine,  VVT;  Erman  Howell 
Div.,  Luria  Steel  &  Trading  Corp.,  125  S. 
Wacker  Dr.,  Chicago,  IL  60606;  Scrap 
Corporation  of  America,  666  N. 
Lakeshore  Dr.,  Chicago,  IL  60610.  Send 
protests  to:  Annie  Booker.  TA,  ICC.  1386 
Everett  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  So.  Dearborn 
St.,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 

MC  107002  (Sub-551TA).  filed  April  11. 
1979.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Representative:  John 
J.  Borth  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Petroleum  Naphtha,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Greenville,  MS  to  Des 
Moines,  lA,  for  180  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  90  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
2511,  Houston,  TX  77001.  Send  protests 
to:  Alan  Tarant,  D/S,  ICC,  Rm.  212, 145 
East  Amite  Bldg.,  Jackson,  MS  39201. 

.MC  10743  (Sub-1203  TA),  filed 
February  14, 1979.  Applicant: 
MATLACK,  INC.,  10  W.  Baltimore  Ave., 
Lansdowne,  PA  19050.  Representative: 
Martin  C.  Hynes,  Jr.,  (same  as 
applicant).  Asphalt,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Lima,  Ohio  to  Ennis,  TX 
and  Pryor,  OK,  for  180  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Polyguard 
Products,  Inc,,  P.O,  Box  755,  Ennis,  TX 
75119.  Send  protests  to:  T.  M.  Esposito. 
Trans.  Asst.,  600  Arch  St.,  Room  3238, 
Phila.,  PA  19106. 

MC  10743  (Sub-1204  TA).  filed  March 

21, 1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK.  INC.,  10 
W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant).  Dry 
Petroleum  pitch,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
^vehicles,  from  Lima,  OH.  to  Birmingham, 
AL,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Boron  Oil  Co..  314  Midland  Bldg., 
Cleveland,  OH  44115.  Send  protests  to: 


T.  M.  Esposito,  T/A,  600  Arch  St.,  Room 
3238,  Phila.,  PA  19106. 

MC  10743  (Sub-1205  TA).  filed  March 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  MATI^CK,  INC.,  10 
W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant).  Ground 
limestone,  in  bulk,  frorn  Whitestone, 

GA,  to  Greenville,  SC,  iPor  180  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Georgia  Marble 
Co.,  2575  Cumberland  Pkwy.,  N.W., 
Atlanta,  GA  30339.  Send  protests  to:  T. 

M.  Esposito,  T/A,  600  Arch  St.,  Room 
3238,  Phila.,  PA  19106. 

MC  10743  (Sub-1206  TA).  filed  March 

30. 1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK.  INC.,  10 
W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes. 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Industrial  lubricants,  metal  drawing  oils 
and  compounds,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ' 

■  vehicles,  from  Detroit,  MI  to 
Indianapolis,  IN,  and  Reading,  PA.  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Emco 
Chemical,  Inc.,  4470  Lawton  Ave., 
Detroit,  MI  48208.  Send  protests  to:  T.  M. 
Esposito,  T/A,  600  Arch  St..  Room  3238, 
Phila.,  PA  19106. 

MC  107403  (Sub-1207  TA).  filed  March 

21. 1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK.  INC.,  10 
W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant).  Can 
coating  compounds,  varnish,  paint,  paint 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  GA,  IN.  lA,  MI, 
MO,  MN,  OH,  PA  and  WI,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  SCM  Corp.,  900 
Union  Commerce  Bldg.,  Cleveland.  OH 
44115.  Send  protests  to:  T.  M.  Esposito, 
TA,  600  Arch  St..  Room  3238,  Phila.,  PA 
19106. 

MC  107403  (Sub-1208  TA).  filed  April 

12. 1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK.  INC.,  10 
W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C,  Hynes. 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant).  Ground 
limestone,  in  bulk,  from  Gantts  Quarry, 
AL  to  Morristown,  TN,  for  180  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Georgia  Marble 
Co.,  2575  Cumberland  Pkwy,  N.W., 
Atlanta,  GA  30339.  Send  protests  to:  T. 
M.  Esposito,  TA,  600  Arch  St„  Room 
3238,  Phila.,  PA  19106. 

MC  107403  (Sub-1209  TA).  filed  April 

9. 1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK.  INC.,  10 
W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant).  Cement, 
from  plantsiie  of  Coplay  Cement  Mfg. 
Co,  at  Nazareth,  PA  to  points  in  CT,  DE. 
MD,  NJ,  PA,  VA,  NY.  OH,  MA.  RI,  and 
DC,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Coplay  Cement  Mfg.  Co.,  Nazaretti,  PA 
18064.  Send  protests  to:  T.  M.  Esposito, 
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TA,  600  Arch  St.,  Room  3238,  Phila.,  PA 
19106. 

MC 107403  (Sub-1210  TA),  filed  April 

12, 1979.  Applicant;  MATLACK,  INC.,  10 
W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
)r.  (same  address  as  applicant).  Maleic 
anhydride  and phthalic  anhydride,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Neville 
Island,  PA  to  Bartow,  FL,  for  180  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  United 
States  Steel  Corp.,  600  Grant  St., 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15230.  Send  protests  to: 

T.  M.  Esposito,  T/A,  600  Arch  St.,  Room 
3238,  Phila.,  PA  19106. 

MC  107403  (Sub-1211  TA),  filed  April 

12. 1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC., 
Ten  W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Wilder,  KY  to  pts.  in  OH, 
for  180  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
90  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Landmark,  Inc.,  35  E.  Chestnut  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43216.  Send  protests  to: 
T.  M.  Esposito,  TA,  600  Arch  St.,  Rm. 
3238,  Phila.,  PA  19106. 

MC  107403  (Sub-1212  TA),  filed  April 

10. 1979.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC., 
Ten  W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
}r.  (same  address  as  applicant)  Coke 
and  coke  breeze,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
vehicles,  from  facilities  of  Koppers 
Company,  Inc.  at  Erie,  PA  and  Toledo, 
OH  to  all  pts.  in  ME,  NH,  VT,  MA,  RI, 
CT,  NY,  NJ,  DE,  MD,  DC,  VA,  WV,  PA, 
OH,  KY,  IN,  MI,  IL.  WI,  MN,  lA,  and 
MO,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Koppers  Co.,  Inc.,  850  Koppers  Bldg., 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  Send  protests  to: 
T.  M.  Esposito,  TA,  600  Arch  St.,  Rm. 
3238,  Phila.,  PA  19106. 

MC  114362  (Sub-16TA),  filed  April  5, 
1979.  Applicant:  ROBERT  J.  ECKLUND, 
d.b.a.  ECKLUND  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box 
151,  Kiester,  MN  65051.  Representative: 
John  B.  Van  de  North,  Jr.,  Briggs  and 
Morgan,  2200  First  National  Bank 
Building,  St.  Paul,  MN  55101.  Feed  and 
feed  ingredients  from  (1)  Red  Wing.  MN 
to  points  in  lA  and  WI;  and  (2) 
Minneapolis,  MN  to  points  in  lA  on  and 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  80,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  The 
Pillsbury  Company,  Manager-Transit 
and  Computer  Liaison,  608  Second 
Avenue  South  (Mail  Sta.  M363), 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Send  protests 
to:  Delores  A.  Poe,  TA,  ICC,  414  Federal 
Building  &  U.S.  Court  House,  110  South 
4th  Street,  Minneapolis,  MN  55401. 

MC  115162  (Sub-479  TA),  filed  April 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  POOLE  TRUCK 
UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  DRAWER  500, 


Evergreen,  AL  36401.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate  (P.O.  Box  Same  as 
Applicant)  Livestock  equipment,  (cattle 
feeders,  cattle  chutes,  hog  and  cattle 
scales,  gates,  corral  panels,  hog  isolets, 
livestock  handling  equipment)  from 
Lester  Prairie,  MN;  Duncan,  OK; 
Pittsburgh,  KS;  and  Dodge  City,  KS,  to  B 
&  W  Feed  Service,  at  or  near  Lawrence, 
MS,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s): 

B  &  W  Feed  Service,  P.O.  Box  108, 
Lawrence,  MS  39336.  Send  protests  to: 
Mabel  E.  Holston,  T/A,  ICC,  Room 
1616 — 2121  Building,  Birmingham,  AL 
35203. 

MC  115162  (Sub-450TA),  filed  April  11, 
1979.  Applicant:  POOLE  TRUCKLINE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500,  Evergreen,  AL 
36401.  Representative:  Robert  E.  Tate 
(same  address  as  Applicant)  (1)  Poleline 
hardware,  electrical  transmission 
equipment,  parts  and  transformers  from 
Centralia  and  Washington,  MO  and 
Houston.  TX  to  points  in  GA,  LA,  TX  (on 
and  east  of  Interstate  Hwy  35),  FL,  NC, 
AL,  MS,  AR,  SC,  TN  and  VA  (on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Hwy  95);  and  (2)  Crane 
and  Derrick  Parts  from  Houston,  TX  to 
Centralia  and  Grandview,  MO.  For  180 
days.  Supporting  shipperfs):  A.  B. 

Chance  Company,  210  North  Allen 
Street,  Centralia,  MO  65240.  Send 
protests  to:  Mabel  E.  Holston,  T/A,  ICC, 
Room  1616 — 2121  Building,  Birmingham, 
AL  35203. 

MC  115322  (Sub-171TA),  filed  May  4, 
1979.  Applicant:  REDWING 
REFRIGERATED,  INC.,  9831  South 
Orange  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  10177,  Taft,  FL 
32809.  Representative:  L.  W.  Fincher, 
P.O.  Box  426,  Tampa,  FL  33601. 
Foodstuffs,  from  Canajoharie,  NY  to 
points  in  FL  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Beech-Nut  Foods 
Corporation,  Church  Street, 

Canajoharie,  NY  13317.  Send  protests  to: 
G.  H.  Fauss.  Jr..  DS,  ICC.  Box  35008,  400 
West  Bay  Street  Jacksonville,  FL  32202. 

MC  115322  (Sub-177TA),  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  REDWING 
REFRIGERATED,  INC.,  9831  South 
Orange  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  10177,  Taft  FL 
32809.  Representative:  L  W.  Fincher, 

P.O.  Box  426,  Tampa,  FL  33601. 
Foodstuffs,  viz:  sauces,  salt,  food  curing, 
preserving  compounds  (not  in  bulk  nor 
in  vehicles  requiring  mechanical 
refrigeration)  from  facilities  of  RAGU 
FOODS,  Rochester.  NY,  to  all  points  in 
MD,  PA,  on  and  east  of  Route  15,  and 
VA  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
RAGU  FOODS,  INC.,  33  Benedict  Place. 
Greenwich,  CT  06830.  Send  protests  to: 
G.  H.  Fauss.  Jr..  DS.  ICC,  Box  35008,  400 
West  Bay  Street  Jacksonville,  FL  32202. 

MC  116073  (Sub-377TA),  filed  April  27. 
1979.  Applicant:  BARRETT  MOBILE 


HOME  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1825  Main 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  919,  Moorhead,  MN 
56560.  Representative:  John  C.  Barrett 
(same  address  as  above).  Travel 
trailers,  5th  wheel  travel  trailers,  tent 
campers,  van  conversions  and  motor 
homes,  form  the  plantsite  of  Travel 
Equipment  Corporation  at  or  near 
Goshen,  IN  to  points  and  places  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  for 
180  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  90 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Travel  Equipment  Corporation,  64686 
U.S.  Hwy  33,  Goshen.  IN  46514.  Send 
protests,  to:  DS,  ICC,  Room  268  Fed. 

Bldg.  &  U.S.  Post  Office,  657  2nd  Avenue 
North,  Fargo.  ND  58102. 

MC  116273  (Sub-228  TA),  filed  March 

29. 1979.  Applicant:  D  &  L  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  3800  S.  Laramie  Ave.,  Cicero,  IL 
60650.  Representative:  William  R. 

Lavery,  same  address.  Liquid 
Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Texas  City  and  North  Seadrift,  TX. 
to  points  in  AL,  IL,  IN,  MN,  MO,  OK  & 
WI  for  180  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  90  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  270 
Park  Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10017.  Send 
protests  to:  T/A  Annie  Booker.  Room 
1386,  219  S.  Dearborn,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 

MC  119493  (Sub-288  TA),  filed  April  5, 
1979.  Applicant:  MONKEM  COMPANY. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1196,  Joplin,  MO  64801. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Boone,  same 
as  applicant.  Plastic  articles  and 
materials  and  supplies  (except  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
thereof,  between  Geneva  County,  AL 
and  points  in  the  U.S.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Samson  Plastic 
Conduit  and  Pipe  Corporation,  100 
Industrial  Drive,  P.O.  Box  325,  Samson, 
AL  36477.  Send  protests  to:  John  V. 
Barry,  DS,  ICC.  600  Federal  Building.  911 
Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City.  MO  64106. 

MC  124692  (Sub-281  TA),  filed  April 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  SAMMONS 
TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  4347,  Missoula, 
MT  59806.  Representative:  James  B. 
Hovland,  P.O.  Box  1680,  Fargo,  ND 
58107.  Pre-fabricated  metal  buildings, 
knocked  down,  component  parts, 
materials  and  accessories  therefor,  from 
the  Spanish  Fork,  UT  Commercial  Zone 
to  points  in  CA,  WA,  OR,  ID,  MT,  ND, 
SD.  NV,  NM,  AZ.  CO  and  WY.  for  180 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Kirby 
Building  Systems,  1550  Kirby  Lane. 
Spanish  Fork,  UT  84660.  Send  protests 
to:  Paul  J.  Labane,  DS,  ICC,  2602  First 
Avenue  North,  Billings,  Montana  59101. 

MC  12462  (Sub-282  TA),  filed  April  13, 
1979.  Applicant:  SAMMONS 
TRUCWNG,  P.O.  Box  4347,  Missoula, 

MT  59801.  Representative:  James  B. 
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Hovland,  P.O.  Box  1680,  Fargo,  ND 
58107.  Insulated  building  and  roofing 
panels,  and  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  thereof 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  from  the 
facilities  of  Panel  Era  Corporation  at 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  to  points  in  ND,  SD, 
MT.  WY,  CO,  KS,  NM,  AZ,  ID,  CA,  MN, 
WI  and  IN,  for  180  days.  An  underlyii^ 
ETA  seeks  90  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Panel  Era  Corporation,  1857 
South  3850  West,  Salt  Lake  City.  UT 
84104.  Send  protests  to:  Paul ).  Labane, 
DS,  ICC,  2602  First  Avenue  North, 
Billings,  MT  59101. 

MC 125433  (Sub-259TA),  filed 
February  20, 1979.  Applicant:  F-B 
TRUCK  LINE  COMPANY,  1945  South 
Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84104.  Representative:  John  B.  Anderson 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Aluminum 
rod  from  the  plantsite  and  shipping 
facilities  of  the  Anaconda  Company  at 
or  near  Columbia  Falls.  MT  to 
Sycamore,  IL,  Muskegon,  MI  and 
Watkinsville,  GA,  for  180  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipperfs):  Anaconda 
Company,  2700  First  National  Tower, 
Louisville.  KY.  Send  protests  to:  L  D. 
Heifer,  DS,  ICC,  5301  Federal  Bldg.,  Salt 
Lake  City.  UT  84138. 

MC  127902  (Sub-12TA),  filed  May  3, 
1979.  Applicant:  DIETZ  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  PO  Drawer  1427,  Hickory,  NC 
28601.  Representative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr., 
915  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425-13th  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20004.  Tire  racks 
(set  up),  machinery,  and  machinery 
parts  from  Hickory,  NC  to  points  and 
places  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  KY,  LA,  MS  and 
TN  for  180  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  90  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Producers  Machine  &  Tool 
Co.,  161  8th  St.  Dr.,  SE,  Hickory,  NC. 
Send  protests  to:  D/S  Terrell  Price,  800 
Briar  Creek  Rd. — ^Rm.  CC516,  Mart 
Office  Building,  Charlotte,  NC  28205. 

MC  127902  (Sub-13TA).  filed  April  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  DIETZ  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1427,  Hickory,  NC  28601. 
Representative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr..  915 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425-13th  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Sugar  in  bags 
and  packages  frt)m  Matthews,  LA  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  LA,  MS  and  TN. 
for  180  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
90  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
The  ^uth  Coast  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
8036,  Houma,  LA  70361.  Send  protests 
to:  Terrell  Price.  DS,  ICC,  800  Briar 
Creek  Rd.— Rm.  CC516.  Mart  Office 
Building,  Charlotte,  NC  28205. 

MC  12982  (Sub-46TA).  filed  March  29. 
1979.  Applicant:  BERRY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
2147,  Longview,  TX  75601. 


Representative:  Fred  S.  Berry,  same  as 
above.  Paper  and  paper  products, 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
thereof  (except  commodities  in  bulk). 
between  the  facilities  of  the  Union 
Camp  Corporation  at  or  near  Lafayette, 
LA  and  points  in  the  States  of  AR,  KS. 
MS.  MO,  OK.  and  TX  for  180  days. 
Underlying  ETA  for  90  days  fried. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Union  Camp 
Corporation,  1600  Valley  Road,' Wayne. 
NJ  07470.  Send  protests  to:  Opal  M. 

Jones,  Trans.  Asst.,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  1100  Commerce  Street, 
Room  13C12,  Dallas,  TX  75242. 

MC  144572  (Sub-ITTA),  fried  May  7. 
1979.  Applicanb  MONFORT 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  P.O.  Box  G, 
Greeley.  CO  80631.  Representative:  John 
T.  Wirth,  717— 17th  Street.  Suite  2600, 
Denver,  CO  80202.  Plastic  and  Rubber 
Articles;  Plastic  and  Rubber  Articles 
with  wire;  and  displays,  frnm  facilities 
of  Rubbermaid.  Inc.  at  Wooster.  OH  to 
Denver.  CO.  for  180  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  authority  for  90  days. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Rubbermaid,  Inc., 
1147  Akron  Road,  Wooster.  OH  44691. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor  R. 

L  Buchanan,  492  U.S.  Customs  House, 
721 19th  Street,  Denver.  CO  80202. 

MC  135762  (Sub-2TA),  fried  April  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  JOHN  H.  NEAL,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  3877, 6004  Highway  271  S.  Fort 
Smith,  AR  72913.  Representative:  Don  A. 
Smith,  P.O.  Box  43,  510  North 
Greenwood  Ave.,  Fort  Smith,  AR  72902. 
Major  appliances  and  home 
entertainment  products  (including,  but 
not  limited  to  washers,  dryers, 
refrigerators,  ovens,  dishwashers, 
freezers,  air  conditioners,  television 
receivers  and  sets,  stereo  systems, 
radios),  from  points  in  the  states  of  GA, 
lA,  MN,  MI.  NC.  NJ.  TN.  and  TX.  to 
points  in  AR  (the  service  to  be 
performed  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Bumey-Neal  Distributors, 
Incorporated,  of  North  Little  Rock,  AR), 
for  IW  days  as  a  contract  carrier  over 
irregular  routes.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Burney-Neal  Distributors,  Incorporated, 
P.O.  Box  5231,  North  Little  Rock,  AR 
72114.  Send  protests  to:  William  H. 

Land.  Jr.,  District  Supervisor.  3108 
Federal  Office  Building.  700  West 
Capitol,  Little  Rock.  AR  72201. 

MC  136123  (Sub-6TA).  fried  April  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  MEAT  DISPATCH, 
INC.,  2103  Seventeenth  St,  East. 
Palmetto,  FL  33561.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  945-9000 
Keystone  Crossing,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46240.  Meat  from  the  facilities  of  Wilson 
Foods  Corp.  at  Logansport  IN  to  points 
in  TX  and  OK  for  180  days.  Supporting 


shipper(s):  Wilson  Foods  Coiporation. 
4545  Nor^  Lincoln  Blvd.,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73105.  Send  protests  to:  Donna 
M.  Jones.  T/A,  ICC,  Suite  101,  8410  N.W. 
53rd  Terr.,  Miami,  FL  33166. 

MC  139353  (Sub-8TA).  fried  May  2. 

1979.  Applicant:  DAVIE  TRUCKHRS, 
INC.,  Rt.  1.  Advance,  NC  27006. 
Representative:  W.  P.  Sandridge  Jr..  2400 
Wachovia  Building,  PO  Drawer  84, 
Winston-Salem,  NC  27102.  Contract 
Carrier-Irregular  routes;  Potato  and  corn 
waste  by-products  and  other  food  by¬ 
products  except  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles 
from  the  facilities  of  Frito-Lay  in 
Charlotte,  NC  to  points  in  SC,  VA  and. 
GA.  for  180  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  90  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  The  Pillsbury  company,  608 
2nd  Ave.,  South.  Minneapolis,  MN  55402. 
Send  protests  to:  D/S  Terrell  price,  800 
Briar  Creek  Rd^Rm  CC516,  Mart  Office 
Building,  Charlotte,  NC  28205. 

MC  139482  (Sub-118TA),  fried  April  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  NEW  ULM  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  877,  New  Ulm, 

MN  56073.  Representative:  Samuel 
Rubenstein/David  Rubenstein,  301 
North  Fifth  Street,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55403.  Bakery  goods,  other  than  frozen, 
(1)  from  the  facilities  of  Interbake  Foods 
Inc.,  at  Richmond,  VA-to  points  in  AL, 
AR,  CT,  FL,  GA.  IL.  IN,  lA,  KS.  KY.  LA. 
ME.  MA.  MI.  MN,  MS,  NE.  ND.  OH.  OK. 
PA.  RI.  SD.  TN.  TX  and  WI;  (2)  from  the 
facilities  of  Interbake  Foods  Inc.,  at 
Battle  Creek,  MI  to  points  in  AL,  AZ, 

AR.  CA.  CO,  FL.  GA.  IL.  IN,  KS,  KY.  LA. 
MN.  MS.  MO,  NE,  NM.  ND.  OH.  OK.  SC. 
SD,  TN,  TX  and  WI;  and  (3)  from  the 
facilities  of  Interbake  Foods  Inc.,  at 
North  Sioux  City,  SD  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Interbake  Foods  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  27487, 
Richmond,  VA  23261.  Send  protests  to: 
Delores  A.  Poe,  TA,  ICC,  414  Federal 
Building,  110  South  4th  Street, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55401. 

MC  139482  (Sub-119TA),  filed  April  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  NEW  ULM  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  877,  New  Ulm. 

MN  56073.  Representative:  Samuel 
Rubenstein/David  Rubenstein.  301 
North  Fifth  Street,  Minneapolis.  MN 
55403.  Candy  or  confectionery,  and 
bakery  goods,  between  Milwaukee.  WI, 
Chicago.  IL,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Boston, 
MA,  Atlanta,  GA,  Dallas,  TX,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  and  Los  Angeles,  CA,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipperfs):  Ward 
Johnston  Co.,  Inc.,  No.  2  Pennsylvania 
Plaza,  New  York  City,  NY  10001.  Send 
protests  to:  Delores  A.  Poe,  TA,  ICC,  414 
Federal  Building,  110  South  4th  Street, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55401. 
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MC 144672  (Sub-llTA),  filed  April  11. 
1979.  Applicant:  VICTORY  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  2600  Willowbnm  Ave.,  Dayton, 

OH  45426.  Representative:  Richard  H. 
Schaefer  (same  as  applicant).  Scrap 
paper,  from  points  in  DC,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA, 
KY,  MD.  MI.  MN,  MO,  NY.  OH.  PA,  TN 
and  VA  to  West  Carrollton.  OH,  and 
Neenah,  WI,  for  180  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  90  days  authority.  Supporting 
8hipper(s):  Bergstrom  Paper,  Division  of 
P.  H.  Glatfelter,  Dan  E.  Sauve,  Traffic 
Manager.  Bergstrom  Road,  Neenah,  WI 
54956.  Send  protests  to:  Bureau  of 
Operations,  ICC,  Wm.  J.  Green,  Jr., 
Federal  Bldg.,  600  Arch  St.,  Room  63238, 
Philadelphia.  PA  19106. 

MC  144672  (Sub-12TA),  filed  April  6, 
1979.  Applicant:  VICTORY  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  2600  Willowbum  Ave.,  Trotwood, 
OH  45426.  Representative:  Richard  H. 
Schaefer  (same  as  applicant).  Insulation 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  insulation,  between 
Laredo,  TX,  and  points  in  the  U.S.,  for 
180  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  90 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Goodtemp  Corporation,  Felipe 
Berckemeyer,  Plant  Manager,  13 
Bedford,  Laredo,  TX  78041.  Send 
protests  to:  Bureau  of  Operations,  ICC, 
Wm.  J.  Green,  Jr.,  Federal  Bldg.,  600 
Arch  St.,  Room  63238,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19106. 

MC  144682  (Sub-llTA),  filed  April  3, 
1979.  Applicant:  R.  R.  STANLEY,  P.O. 
Box  95,  Mesquite,  TX  75149. 
Representative:  D.  Paul  Stafford,  Winkle 
and  Wells,  Suite  1125,  Exchange  Park, 
P.O.  Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  Clay 
glaze  tile,  from  Dallas,  TX  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI)  for 
180  days.  Underlying  ETA  for  90  days 
fried.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Dallas 
Ceramics  Company,  7834  Hawn 
Freeway,  Dallas,  TX  75217.  Send 
protests’Io:  Opal  M.  Jones,  Trans.  Asst., 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  1100 
Commerce  Street,  Room  13C12,  Dallas, 
TX  75242. 

MC  144713  (Sub-3TA),  filed  April  20, 
1979.  Applicant:  HAULMARK 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  1100  N.  Macon  St., 
Baltimore,  MD  21205.  Representative: 
Glenn  M.  Heagerty  (same  as  above). 
Contract;  Irregular  routes:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  drug, 
variety,  and  food  stores  (except  in  bulk), 
from  Chicago,  IL  and  Hammond,  IN^o 
Baltimore,  MD  and  Secaucus,  NJ,  under 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Lever  Brothers  Company,  New  York, 

NY,  for  180  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  90  days  authority.  Supporting 
8hipper(s):  Donald  L.  Hamm,  Lever 
Brothers  Company,  390  Park  Ave.,  New 
York,  NY  10022.  Send  protests  to:  W.  L 
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Hughes.  DS,  ICC.  1025  Federal  Bldg., 
Baltimore,  MD  21201. 

MC  144842  (Sub-4TA).  fried  April  24, 
1979.  Applicant:  CLIFFORD  L  RIGGINS, 
dba  RIGGINS  TRUCKING,  1004  West 
Maple  Street,  Springdale,  AR  72764. 
Representative:  Nancy  Pyeatt,  815 15th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Drugs,  animal  feed  supplements, 
chemicals,  acids,  sugar,  toilet 
preparations,  and  related  printed  matter 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Hoffmann-LaRoche,  Inc.,  as  Belvedere, 
Branchburg,  and  Nutley,  NJ,  to  San 
Leandro,  Fresno,  and  Vernon,  CA;  Des 
Plaines,  IL;  Ames,  lA;  Dallas  and  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  for  180  days  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes.  Supporting 
shipperjs):  Hoffmann-LaRoche,  Inc.,  340 
Kingsland  Rd.,  Nutley,  NJ  07110.  Send 
protests  to:  William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  D/S, 
3108  Federal  Office  Building,  700  West 
Capitol,  Little  Rock,  AR  72201. 

MC  145102  (Sub-28TA),  filed  April  27, 
1979.  Applicant:  FREYMILLER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Shullsburg,  WI  53586.  Representative: 
Michael  Wyngaard,  150  E.  Gilman  St., 
Madison,  WI  53703.  Cleaning  solutions 
and  such  commodities  as  are 
manufactured,  processed,  sold,  used, 
distributed  or  dealt  in  by  manufacturers, 
converters  and  printers  of  paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  from  facilities  of  Bay  West  Paper 
Co.,  Div.  of  Mosinee  Paper  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Green  Bay,  WI  and  from  facilities 
of  Mosinee  Paper  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Mosinee,  WI  and  Columbus.  WI  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA.  NV,  NM,  OR,  UT,  WA, 
MT,  WY,  CO  &  ID,  for  180  days.  An 
imderlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(8):  Bay  West  Paper 
Co.,  Div.  of  Moinsee  Paper  Corp.,  1100 
W.  Mason  St.,  Green  Bay,  WI  54303. 
Send  protests  to:  Gail  Daugherty,  TA, 
ICC,  517  E.  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Rm.  619, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53202. 

MC  145152  (Sub-73TA),  fried  April  24, 
1979.  Applicant:  BIG  THREE 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
706,  Springdale,  AR  72764. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
159,  Rogers,  AR  72756.  (1)  Paper  printed 
products,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  In  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  from  Ashdown,  AR 
to  Adrian,  MI;  and  from  Adrian,  MI  to 
Chicago,  EL  and  Cleveland,  OH,  for  180 
days  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Uarco, 

Inc.,  1357  Division  Street,  Adrian,  MI 
49221.  Send  protests  to:  William  H. 

Land,  Jr.,  D/S,  3108  Federal  Office 
Building,  700  West  Capitol,  Little  Rock, 
AR  72201. 


1979  /  Notices  36539 ' 


MC  145583  (Sub-2TA),  filed  March  30, 
1979.  Applicant:  XPRESS  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  4325  Bath  St.,  Phila.,  PA  19137. 
Representative:  Anthony  A.  Cerone 
(same  address  as  applicant).  General 
Commodities,  except  household  goods. 
Class  A  Sr  B  explosives,  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  rail  or  water 
between  points  in  PA,  DE,  CT,  NY,  NJ, 
MD,  points  in  VA  within  250  miles  of 
Phila.,  PA  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Florida-Texas  Freight,  Inc.,  11405  NW  36 
Ave.,  Miami,  FL  33167.  Superior  Tea  & 
Coffee  Co.,  2700  Lively  Blvd.,  Elk  Grove 
Village,  IL  60007.  Bacardi  Imports,  Inc., 
2100  Biscayne  Blvd.,  Miami,  FL  33137. 
Send  protestsjo:  T.  M.  Esposito,  TA, 

ICC,  Fed.  Res.  Bank  Bldg.,  101 N.  7th  St., 
Rm.  620,  Phila.,  PA  19106. 

MC  145763  (Sub-3TA),  fried  April  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  INTER-COASTAL, 

INC.,  131  Beaverbrook  Road,  Lincoln 
Park,  NJ  07035.  Representative:  Alan 
Kahn,  Esg.,  1920  Two  Penn  Center  Plaza, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19102.  Foods, 

Foodstuffs  and  food  curing  and 
preserving  compounds  (except  in  bulk  or 
in  vehicles  requiring  mechanical 
refrigeration),  from  the  facilities  of  Ragu 
Foods  in  or  near  Rochester,  NY  to  points 
in  MD,  VA  and  those  in  PA  on  and  East 
of  US  Route  15,  for  180  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Ragu  Foods,  Inc., 
33  Benedict  Place,  Greenwich,  CT  06830. 
Send  protests  to:  Joel  Morrows,  D/S, 

ICC,  9  Clinton  St.,  Newark,  NJ  07102. 

MC  146552  (Sub-lTA),  filed  February 
26, 1979.  Applicant:  KENNETH  LEE 
UIKE,  7530  South  Harlem  Avenue, 
Bridgeview,  EL  60455,  P.O.  Box  78,  Palos 
Heights,  EL  60463.  Representative: 

Patrick  H.  Smyth,  19  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Suite  521,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Contract-irregular,  (1)  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  applicance 
manufacturers,  (2)  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  of  #1  above,  and  (3) 
commercial  paper,  documents  and 
written  instruments,  between  Chicago, 
Peoria  and  Rockford,  IL  and  their 
conunercial  zones  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other  those  points  in  WI 
beginning  at  the  WI-IL  border  on  WI 
Hwy.  78,  then  on  and  east  of  WI  Hwy. 

78  to  U.S.  Hwy.  51,  then  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Hwy.  51  to  WI  Hwy.  54,  then  on 
and  south  of  WI  Hwy.  54  to  Algoma,  WI; 
those  points  in  lA  beginning  at  the 
Mississippi  River  on  U.S.  Hwy.  18,  then 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy.  18  to  lA  Hwy. 
14,  then  on  and  east  of  lA  Hwy.  14  to  lA 
Hwy.  175,  then  on  and  north  of  lA  Hwy. 
175  to  U.S.  Hwy.  63,  then  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Hwy.  63  to  the  lA-MO  border; 
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those  points  in  IN  beginning  at  die  IN-IL 
border  on  U.S.  Hwy.  24.  then  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Hwy.  24  to  IN  Hwy.  9.  then 
on  and  west  of  IN  Hwy.  9  to  the  M1-4N 
border;  and  those  points  in  MI  beginning 
at  the  MWN  border  on  MI  Hwy.  66,  then 
on  and  west  of  MI  Hwy.  66  to  MI  Hwy. 
96,  then  on  and  south  of  MI  Hwy.  96  to 
MI  Hwy.  43.  then  on  and  south  of  MI 
Hwy.  43  to  on  and  near  South  Haven, 

MI,  for  for  180  days.  Operations 
authorized  above  are  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  in 
bulk  and  are  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  General  Electric 
Company.  Supporting  shipperfs): 

General  Electric  Company.  5600  West 
73rd  Street,  Chicago,^  60638.  Send 
protests  to:  Annie  Booker, 

Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Everett 
McKinley  Dirksen  Building,  219  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Room  1386,  Chicago,  IL 
60604. 

MC  146582  (Sub-2TA).  filed  March  23. 
1979.  Applicant:  JOHN  SHERECK,  dba 
JOHN  SHERECK  &  SONS,  351  East  5th 
Street,  Grafton,  ND  58237. 
Representative:  Richard  P.  Anderson, 

502  First  National  bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  (1)  Non-alcoholic  beverages,  from 
the  facilities  of  Poppe  Shoppe,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Duluth.  MN  to  Grafton,  ND,  and  (2J 
Empty  beverage  containers,  from 
Grafton,  ND  to  the  facilities  of  Poppe 
Shoppe,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Duluth,  MN,  for 
180  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  90 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipperjs): 
Wally's  Faii'way  Foods,  Inc.,  Grafton, 

ND  58237.  Send  protests  to:  DS,  ICC, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Room  268,  Fed. 
Bldg,  and  U.S.  Post  Office,  657  2nd 
Avenue  North,  Fargo,  ND  58102. 

MC  146713  filed  March  30, 1979. 
Applicant:  BEATTIE  &  SANGER,  INC., 
Rt.  10,  Box  361,  Yakima,  WA  98903. 
Representative:  Richard  L.  Wiehl, 
Attorney  at  Law,  P.O.  Box  526,  Yakima, 
WA  98907.  Contract,  irregular,  heavy 
machinery  between  Yakima,  Pasco  and 
Walla  Walla,  WA  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  Umatilla, 

Wheeler,  Gilliam  and  Merrow  counties, 
OR  for  180  days.  A  permanent 
application  will  be  filed  within  30  days 
of  the  grant  of  this  application. 
Supporting  shipperfsj:  Inland  Machinery 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  1669,  Yakima,  WA  98907, 
Send  protests  to:  R.  V.  Dubay,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  114 
Pioneer  Courthouse.  Portland,  OR  97204. 

MC  146793  (Sub-1  TA).  filed  April  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  BISHOP  BROTHERS 
HAULING,  INC.,  200 18th  Avenue, 
Jasper,  AL  35501.  Representative:  Robert 
S.  lUchard,  P.O.  Box  2069,  Montgomery, 


AL  36103.  Contract  irregular.  Dragline 
components  and  shovel  components,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  WL  IN,  ID, 
OH,  AL,  KY.  TN.  IL,  PA.  WV.  VA,  WY. 
AZ,  NM.  SC.  NC.  GA,  FL  TX.  AR.  OK. 
MO,  CO,  and  UT,  pursuant  to  continuing 
contract  with  Bishop  Machinery 
Erectors,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipperfs):  Bishop  Machinery 
Erectors,  Inc^  200  18th  Avenue,  Jasper, 
AL  35501.  Send  protests  to:  Mabel  E. 
Holston,  T/A,  ICC.  Room  1816,  2121 
Building,  Birmingham,  AL  35203. 

MC  146802  (Sub-ITAJ,  filed  April  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  C.E.D. 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  2913 
Andoria  Court,  Baltimore,  MD  21234. 
Representative:  Francis  W.  Mclnemy, 
1000  16th  St,  NW.,  Washington,  DC, 
20036.  Contract  carrier:  irregular  routes: 
Stone  Granules  and  Stone  Dust,  from 
Adams  County,  PA  to  Baltimore,  MD, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  GAP  Corporation,  Wayne,  NJ.,  for 
180  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  90 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  George  A. 
Erath,  G1^,  GAP  Corporation,  1361 
Alps  Road,  Wayne,  NJ  07470.  Send 
protests  to:  W.  L.  Hughes,  DS,  ICC,  1025 
Federal  Bldg.,  Baltimore,  MD  21201. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary 

[FR  Doa  76-19536  Filed  6-21-78: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M 


[Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Vohime 
No.  78] 

Permanent  Authority  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided;  May  31, 1979. 

The  following  applications  filed  on  or 
before  February  28, 1979,  are  governed 
by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247).  For 
applications  filed  before  March  1, 1979, 
these  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  a  protest  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  notice  of  the  applicaMon  is 
published  in  the  Fe^al  Register. 
Failure  to  file  protest,  within  30  days, 
will  be  considered  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  to  the  application.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  should  comply  with 
Rule  247(e)(3)  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
made,  contain  a  detailed  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding, 
(as  specifically  noted  below),  and  shall 


specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but 
shall  not  include  issues  or  allegations 
phrased  generally.  A  protestant  should 
include  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions  of 
its  authority  which  protestant  believes 
to  be  in  co^ict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describe  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed.  Protests 
not  in  reasonable  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  may  be 
rejected.  The  original  and  one  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicantjs 
representative,  or  upon  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(e)(4)  of  the  special  rules  and 
shall  include  the  certification  required  in 
that  section. 

On  cases  filed  on  or  after  March  1, 
1979,  petitions  for  intervention  either 
with  or  without  leave  are  appropriate. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as  an 
issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  copy  of  the 
tentative  rate  schedule  to  any 
protestant. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g..  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity,  and 
that  each  contract  carrier  applicant 
qualifies  as  a  contract  carrier  and  its 
proposed  contract  carrier  service  will  be 
consistent  with  die  public  interest  and 
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the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101.  Each  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  the  service 
proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission's  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted  this  decision  is  neither 
a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  nor  a  major  regulatory 
action  under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  conditions  as  it 
finds  necessary  to  insure  that 
applicant’s  operations  shall  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10930(a) 
(formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Actj^ 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  on  or  before  July  23, 1979 
(or,  if  the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice. 
To  the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
existing  authority,  such  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Boyle,  Eaton,  and  Liberman. 

H.  G.  Homme,  )r.. 

Secretary. 

MC  2229  (Sub-204F),  filed  February  26, 
i979,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  18, 1979,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  RED  BALL  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  3177  Irving  Blvd., 

Dallas,  TX  75247.  Representative:  Jackie 
Hill  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 


defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  Waco 
and  San  Antonio,  TX,  over  Interstate 
Hwy  35,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  serving  the  ofi-route  point  of 
Killeen,  TX,  (2)  between  Houston  and 
San  Antonio,  "TX,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
10,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  (3) 
between  Houston  and  Austin,  TX,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  290,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  (4)  between  San  Antonio,  TX, 
and  Los  Angeles,  CA,  from  San  Antonio 
over  Interstate  Hwy  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  290,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  290,  (or 
Interstate  Hwy  10),  to  jimction  U.S.  Hwy 
80,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  80  (or  Interstate 
Hwy  10)  to  Phoenix,  AZ,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  60  (or  Interstate  Hwy  10)  to  Los 
Angeles,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  and 
serving  jimction  Interstate  Hwy  10  and 
U.S.  Hwy  290  for  the  purpose  of  joinder 
only,  and  (5)  between  Austin,  TX,  and 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  290  and  Interstate 
Hwy  10,  over  U.S.  Hwy  290,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  but  seizing  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  10  and  U.S.  Hwy  290  for 
the  purpose  of  joinder  only.  (Hearing 
site:  San  Antonio  or  Austin,  TX) 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  regular-route 
operations. 

MC  7698  (Sub-13F),  filed  January  27, 
1979,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  Issue  of  March  27, 1979. 
Applicant:  FOWLER  &  WILLIAMS, 

INC.,  1300  Meylert  Avenue,  Scranton, 
PA  18501.  Representative:  Michael  R. 
Werner,  P.O.  Box  1409, 167  Fairfield 
Road,  Fairfield,  NJ  07006.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (l)(a) 
gypsum  and  gypsum  products,  and  (b) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  installation  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (l)(a) 
above,  between  Akron  and  Buchanan, 
NY,  Milford,  VA,  and  Wilmington,  DE, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other 
points  in  CT,  DE,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY,  PA, 
RI,  VA,  and  DC,  and  (2)(a)  building 
materials,  and  (b)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
installation,  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (2)(a)  above,  between 
Quakertown,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  MD,  MA. 
NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  VA,  and  DC.  (Hearing 
site:  Scranton,  PA.)  This  republication 
broadens  the  Territorial  description. 

MC  140059  (Sub-5F),  filed  February  5, 
1979.  AppUcant:  B.  J.  TRUCKLINES. 
INC.,  598  West  Clark  Street,  Grantsville, 
UT  84029.  Representative:  Robert  C. 
Petersen  (same  address  as  applicant). 


To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  dairy  products  and  such 
commodities  as  are  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  dairy  products,  fr^m 
Greeley  and  Englewood,  CO.  to  Orem, 
Salt  Lake  City,  and  Ogden,  UT,  and 
Reno  and  Genoa,  NV,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Beatrice  Foods  Co.,  of 
Chicago,  iL  (Hearing  site:  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT.) 

MC  143059  (Sub-4lF),  filed  January  8, 
1979,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  13, 1979. 
Applicant:  MERCER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  Texas 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  35610,  Louisville, 
KY  40232.  Representative:  J.  L  Stone 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  lumber  and 
lumber  products,  between  the  facilities 
of  Timber  Wholesalers,  in  Kandiyohi 
County,  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  IL.  IN,  LA,  MI, 
MN.  MO.  NE.  ND.  SD.  and  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  Louisville,  KY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — ^This  republication  substitutes  the 
facilities  of  Timber  Wholesalers,  in 
Kandiyohi  County,  MN,  for  points  in  Clara 
County,  MN. 

MC  145469  (Sub-lF),  filed  February  5. 
1979.  Applicant:  CUSTOM  TRUCK 
BROK^S,  INC.,  4117  Donnybrook 
Place,  Charlotte.  NC  28205. 
Representative:  Franklin  R.  Plummer,  51 
Means  Avenue,  Southeast,  Concord,  NC 
28025.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  plastic  pipes  and  fittings, 
fron  fte  facilities  of  Eslon 
Themaplastics,  Inc.,  at  Pineville,  NC,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  CT,  DE,  GA,  IL, 

IN.  KY,  LA,  ME.  MD,  MA.  MI,  MS.  MO. 
NH.  NJ.  NY,  NC,  OH.  OK,  PA.  RI,  SC. 

TN,  TX.  VT.  VA.  WV.  WI.  and  DC. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Eslon 
Thermaplastics,  Inc.,  of  Pineville,  NC. 
(Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  146078  (Sub-2F),  filed  January  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  CAL-ARK,  INC.,  854 
Moline,  P.O.  Box  394,  Malvern,  AJU 
72104.  Representative:  Thomas  W. 
Bartholomew  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodites, 

(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  MA,  RI,  ME,  NH,  NY, 
CT,  PA,  and  VT,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
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(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  New  England 
Shipping  Association  Cooperative. 
(Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA,  or  Little 
Rock.  AR.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-15527  Filed  fr-Zl-Tft  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M 


(Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Voiume 
No.  71] 

Permanent  Authority  Applications; 
Decision*NoUce 

Decided;  May  17. 1979. 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1. 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247). 
These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  a  petition  for  intervention,  either  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
granting  of  an  application,  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Protests  (such  as  were  allowed  to  filings 
prior  to  March  1, 1979)  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without  leave 
must  comply  with  Rule  247(k)  which 
requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate  that  it 

(1)  holds  operating  authority  permitting 
performance  of  any  of  the  service  which 
the  applicant  seeks  authority  to  perform, 

(2)  has  the  necessary  equipment  and 
facilities  for  performing  that  service,  and 

(3)  has  performed  service  within  the 
scope  of  the  application  either  (a)  for 
those  supporting  the  application,  or,  (b) 
where  the  service  is  not  limited  to  the 
facilities  of  particular  shippers,  from  and 
to,  or  between,  any  of  the  involved 
points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1)  setting 
forth  the  specific  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  including  a  detailed  statement 
of  petitioner's  interest,  the  particular 
facts,  matters,  and  things  relied  upon, 
including  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which 
petitioner  (a)  has  solicited  the  traffic  or 
business  of  those  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  the  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace  the  extent  to  which 
petitioner's  interest  will  be  represented 
by  other  parties,  the  extent  to  which 
petitioner's  participation  may 
reasonably  be  expected  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  a  sound  record,  and  the 


extent  to  which  participation  by  the 
petitioner  would  broaden  the  issues  or 
delay  the  proceeding. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission,  and 
a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant's  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend  to 
timely  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  an  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as 
an  issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request,  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  copy  of  the 
tentative  rate  schedule  to  any 
protestant. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
Irnve  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission's  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  and  that  each  contract 
carrier  applicant  qualifies  as  a  contract 
carrier  and  its  proposed  contract  carrier 
service  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  transportation  .. 
policy  of  49  U.S.C.  10101.  Each  applicant 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  the  service  proposed  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission's  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 


issue  being  raised  by  a  petitioner,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  poUcy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms; 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  ffnds 
necessary  to  insure  that  applicant's 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10930(a) 

[formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
petitions  for  intervention.  Hied  on  or 
before  July  23, 1979  (or,  if  the  application 
later  becomes  unopposed),  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (except  those  with  duly  noted 
problems)  upon  compliance  with  certain 
requirements  which  will  be  set  forth  in  a 
notification  of  effectiveness  of  the 
decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that  the 
authority  sought  below  may  duplicate 
an  applicant's  other  authority,  such 
duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
-  applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Carleton,  Joyce,  and  Jones. 

H.  G.  Homme,  )r.. 

Secretary. 

MC  8958  (Sub-33F).  filed  March  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  YOUNGSTOWN 
CARTAGE  CO.,  a  corporation,  825  West 
Federal  Street,  Youngstown,  OH  44501. 
Representative:  ]ames  W..Muldoon,  50 
West  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH 
43215.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (l){a)  metal  and  metal 
products,  (b)  machinery  and  machinery 
parts,  and  (c)  salt  and  salt  products, 
(except  commodities  in  bu^),  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  (3) 
Contractors '  and  builders '  material, 
equipment,  and  supplies,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
AL.  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN.  KY,  MD.  NJ,  NY.  NC. 
OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH,  or  Washington, 

DC.) 

MC  21779  (Sub-8F).  filed  March  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  J.  P.  GRAHAM 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  429  Constitution 
Boulevard,  Fallston,  PA  15066. 
Representative:  John  A,  Vuono,  2310 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  122  /  Friday,  June  22,  1979  /  Notices 


36543 


Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  [iH  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Moltrup  Steel 
Products  Company,  at  Beaver  Falls,  PA, 
to  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  NY,  OH,  TN, 
and  those  points  in  WI  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lA-WI  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  18  to 
Prairie  du  Chien,  WI,  then  over  WI  Hwy 
60  to  Grafton,  WI,  and  then  east  over  an 
imaginary  line  to  Lake  Michigan,  and  (2) 
commodities  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution,  and  sale  of  iron  and  steel 
articles,  in  the  reverse  direction. 

(Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  25798  (Sub-372F),  filed  March  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1186, 
Aubumdale,  FL  33823.  Representative: 
Tony  G.  Russell  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  foodstuffs,  from 
Plymouth,  IN,  to  points  in  AL,  GA,  NC, 
and  SC:  and  (2)  cheese,  cheese  products, 
and  synthetic  cheese,  from  Carthage 
and  Monett,  MO,  to  points  in  AL,  AR, 

FL,  GA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  and  TN.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Tampa,  FL.) 

MC  29079  (Sub-99F),  filed  March  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRADA  MILLER 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  1210  South 
Union,  Kokomo,  IN  46901. 
Representative:  Richard  H.  Streeter, 

1729  H.  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  boilers,  furnaces,  and 
water  heaters,  from  the  facilities  of  A. 

O.  Smith  Corp.,  at  or  near  Knakakea,  IL, 
to  points  in  IN,  KY,  NY,  PA,  VA,  WV, 
and  WI,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1),  in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  37248  (Sub-2^F),  filed  March  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  VIRGINIA-CAROLINA 
FREIGHT  UNES,  INC.,  V-C  Dr.,  P.O. 
Box  4988,  Martinsville,  VA  24112. 
Representative:  N.  Oakley  Lewis,  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  paper  and 
paper  articles,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  The  Mead 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Kingsport  and 
Gray,  TN,  to  points  in  DE,  MD,  PA,  and 
WV,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
trafHc  originating  at  the  named  origins 


and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  (Hearing  site:  Washington. 
D.C.) 

MC  40978  (Sub-57F).  filed  March  16. 
1979.  Applicant  CHAIR  CITY  MOTOR 
EXPRESS  CO.,  a  Corporation,  3321 
Business  141  South,  Sheboygan,  WI 
53081.  Representative:  Daniel  R.  Dineen, 
710  N.  Plankinton,  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53203.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  new  furniture  and  fixtures, 
from  Menominee,  MI,  to  points  in  lA,  IL, 
IN.  KY.  MI.  MN,  MO,  OH.  WI.  and  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  MI.  (Hearing  site: 
Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  41098  (Sub-46F),  filed  March  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  GLOBAL  VAN  LINES. 
INC.,  One  Global  Way,  Anaheim,  CA 
92803.  Representative:  Alan  F. 
Wohlstetter.  1700  K  St.,  NW, 

Washington,  DC  20006.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  copying 
machines,  in  mixed  loads  with  the 
commodities  named  in  (2),  and  (2) 
materials,  supplies,  parts,  and 
accessories  used  in  the  manufacture, 

•  distribution,  or  installation  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1),  (a)  from  the 
facilities  of  Xerox  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Webster,  NY,  to  points  in  NJ,  and  (b) 
from  points  in  N),  to  the  facilities  of 
Xerox  Corp.,  at  or  near  Rochester,  NY. 
(Hearing  site:  Rochester,  NY.) 

MC  41849  (Sub-44F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  KEIGHTLEY  BROS., 
INC.,  3675  Chouteau  Avenue,  St.  Louis, 
MO  63110.  Representative:  Partick  M. 
Browne  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  foundry  and  moulding 
sand,  and  (2)  coal  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution,  of  coal, 
between  St  Louis,  MO,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA, 
IL.  lA.  IN,  KS.  KY.  LA,  MI.  MN.  MS,  MO. 
NE.  OK,  OH,  TN.  TX,  and  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  48958  (Sub-175F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  ILUNOIS-CAUFORNIA 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  510  E.  5l8t  Ave.,  P.O. 
Box  16404,  Denver,  CO  80216. 
Representative:  Lee  E.  Lucero  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  grocery 
and  food  business  houses,  from 


Lafayette,  IN,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  NV, 
and  UT.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  56679  (Sub-113F).  filed  March  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  BROWN  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  352  University  Ave.,  SW, 

Atlanta,  GA  30310.  Representative: 
Leonard  S.  Cassell  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  New 
Bern,  NC,  and  Norfolk,  VA,  from  New 
Bern  over  US  Hwy  17  to  junction  US 
Hwy  13,  then  over  US  Hwy  13  to 
Norfolk,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
and  (2)  between  Sanford,  NC,  and 
Norfolk,  VA,  from  Sanford  over  US  Hwy 
1  to  Raleigh,  NC,  then  over  US  Hwy  64 
to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  95,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  95  to  Roanoke  Rapids, 
NC,  then  over  US  Hwy  158  to  junction 
US  Hwy  258,  then  over  US  Hwy  258  to 
junction  US  Hwy  58,  then  over  US  Hwy 
58  to  Norfolk,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  all 
intermediate  points.  (Hearing  site: 
Norfolk,  VA,  or  Wilmington,  NC.) 

MC  57239  (Sub-44F).  filed  March  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  RENNER’S  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  13^  S.  West  St.,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46225.  Representative:  Rudy  Yessin,  314 
Wilkinson  St.,  Frankfort,  KY  40601.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  Fort  Campbell  Military 
Reservation,  KY/TN,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
otherwise  authorized  regular-route 
operations.  (Hearing  site:  Frankfort  or 
Louisville,  I^.) 

MC  61788  (Sub-37F),  filed  March  16, 

■  1979.  Applicant:  GEORGIA-FLORID A- 
ALABAMA  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  2268,  Dothan,  AL 
36301.  Representative:  Maurice  F. 
Bishop,  601-09  Frank  Nelson  Bldg., 
Birmingham,  AL  35203.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  Aose  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Dothan,  AL  and  Troy,  AL  over 
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US  Hwy  231,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  CONDITION:  Prior  or 
coincidental  cancellation,  at  applicant's 
written  request,  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
61788  Sub.  30.  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham 
or  Montgomery,  AL.) 

Note.— 'Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  to  others. 

MC  71478  (Sub-44F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  CHIEF  FREIGHT 
LINES  CO.,  a  Corporation,  2401  North 
Harvard  Ave.,  Tulsa,  OK  74115. 
Representative:  Carl  L  Steiner,  39  S. 
LaSalle  St,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  facilities  of  the  Black  Fox 
Nuclear  Station,  at  Inola,  OK,  as  an  off* 
route  point  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
otherwise  authorized  regular-route 
operations.  (Hearing  site:  Tulsa,  OK.) 

MC  71478  (Sub-45F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  CHIEF  FREIGHT 
LINES  CO.,  a  Corporation,  2401  N. 
Harvard  Ave.,  Tulsa,  OK  74115. 
Representative:  Carl  L  Steiner,  39  S. 
LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Dallas,  TX, 
and,  Houston,  TX,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
45,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
(Hearing  site:  Tulsa.  OK.) 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  to  others. 

MC  80428  (Sub-95F).  filed  March  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  McBRIDE 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
430,  Goshen,  NY  10924.  Representative: 
S.  Michael  Richards,  P.O.  Box  225, 
Webster,  NY  14580.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  vinegar,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles.  fit)m  New  York, 
NY.  to  Milton,  PA.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY.) 

MC  88818  (Sub-5F),  filed  March  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  MAYNARD  T.  WEDUL. 
d.b.a.  WEDUL  TRUCK  LINE,  P.O.  Box 
293,  Thief  River  Falls.  MN  56701. 
Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St  Paul  MN  551ia  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  fit)m 
Minneapolis,  MN,  to  points  in  ND. 
(Hearing  site:  St  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  106398  (Sub-873F).  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  TRAILER 
CONVOY,  INC.,  525  South  Main,  Tulsa. 
OK  74103.  Representative:  Fred  Rahal, 

Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  plywood,  composition 
board,  and  paneling,  from  the  facilities 
of  Plywood  Panels,  Inc.,  at  New  Orleans, 
LA,  to  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  IN,  MS.  NC. 
OK,  SC,  TN,  TX,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site: 
New  Orleans.  LA.  or  Mobile,  AL) 

MC  107818  (Sub-98F),  filed  March  15. 
1979.  Applicant:  GREENSTEIN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  280 
N.W.  12th  Avenue,  Pompano  Beach.  FL 
33061.  Representative:  Martin  Sack,  Jr., 
1754  Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jacksonville, 

32207.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses,  and  drug  and  discount  stores, 
from  the  facilities  of  S.  C.  Johnson  & 

Son,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Waxdale  and 
Racine,  Wl,  to  points  in  FL  GA,  NC,  and 
SC.  (Hearing  site;  Milwaukee,  WI,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  110988  (Sub-384F).  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  4321  W.  College  Ave., 
Appleton,  WI  54911.  Representative: 

Neil  A.  Dujardin,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green 
Bay.  Wl  54306.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  chemicals,  in  bulk,  fr'om 
Kalamazoo,  MI,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  113089  (Sub-12F),  filed  March  15. 
1979.  Applicant:  ED  GAUGHER,  P.O. 
Box  113,  Bowerston,  OH  44685. 
Representative:  Richard  H.  Brandon, 

P.O.  Box  97,  220  W.  Bridges  St.,  Dublin, 
OH  43017.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  clay  products,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  clay 
products,  between  Bowerston,  OH,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Bowerston  Shale  Company,  of 
Bowerston,  OH;  and  (2)  earthenware, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of 


earthenware,  between  Scio,  OH,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  MN, 
lA,  MO.  AR,  and  LA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Scio  Potte^  Company, 
of  Scio,  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus, 
OH.) 

MC  113459  (Sub-130F).  filed  March  14. 
1979.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73143.  Representative:  James 
W.  Hightower,  First  Continental  Bank 
Bldg.,  Suite  301,  Dallas.  TX  75237.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  iron  and  steel  articles,  fr'om 
Springfield,  MO,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Kansas  City,  MO,  or  Dallas.  TX.) 

MC  113459  (Sub-131F).  filed  March  14, 
1979.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEHTUES  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73143.  Representative:  James 
W.  Hightower,  First  Continental  Bank 
Bldg.,  Suite  301, 5801  Marvin  D.  Love 
Freeway,  Dallas,  TX  75237.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicles, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
■  irregular  routes,  transporting  (l)(a) 
commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which  because  of  size  or  weight, 
requires  the  use  of  special  equipment, 

(b)  self-propelled  articles  weighing 
15,000  lbs.  or  more,  and  (c)  machinery, 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in.  or  in  connection  with,  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  refining, 
manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  and  machinery, 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in.  or  in  connection  with  the 
construction,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance  and  dismantling 
of  pipelines,  including  the  stringing  and 
picking  up  thereof,  between  points  in 
PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  TX,  OK.  KS,  LA,  CO,  and  NM; 
and  (2)(a)  commodities,  the 
transportation  of  whioh  because  of  size 
or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  (b)  self-propelled 
articles  weighing  15,000  lbs.  or  more, 
from  points  in  A]r,  LA,  OK,  and  TX  to 
points  in  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Tulsa,  OK, 
orDaUa8.TX.) 

MC  113678  (Sub-786F),  filed  March  14. 
1979.  Applicant:  CURTIS.  INC.,  4810 
Pontiac  Street  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Representative:  Roger  Kl  Shaner 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
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manufacturers  of  glass  and  glass 
products,  between  points  in  IN,  OH,  PA, 
and  WV,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  ID.  LA,  KS, 
MN,  MO.  MT.  ME,  NV.  NM.  ND,  OK.  OR. 
SD.  TX.  UT.  WA.  WI,  and  WY. 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  (a)  Anchor  Hocking  Corp.,  or  (b) 
Phoenix  Glass  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  114569  (Sub-294F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  SHAFFER  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  418,  New  Kingstown,  PA 
17072.  Representative:  N.  L  Cummins 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  cleaning 
compounds,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  between  the 
facilities- of  U.S.  Chemical  Corp.,  at 
Watertown  and  Milwaukee,  WI,  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WI,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  117068  (Sub-lllF),  filed  March  13, 
1979.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
SPECIAUZED  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6418,  Rochester,  MN 
55901.  Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
the  facilities  of  Nucor  Steel  Company,  at 
Jewett,  TX,  to  points  in  NE,  SD,  ND,  MN, 
lA,  WI.  CO.  KS,  AR.  OK.  MO.  IL.  IN.  and 
MI.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  118089  (Sub-32F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  ROBERT  HEATH 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  2909  Avenue  C, 
Lubbock,  TX  79408.  Representative: 
Charles  M.  Williams,  350  Capitol  Life 
Center,  1600  Sherman  Street,  Denver, 

CO  80203.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articels 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bidk),  fromthe  facilities 
of  John  Morrell  &  Co.,  at  or  near 
Amarillo,  TX,  to  points  in  NV,  UT,  ID, 
and  MT,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
John  Morrell  &  Co.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL,  or  Lubbock,  TX.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  118159  (Sub-324F).  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  ^ 


REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT.  INC., 

P.O.  Box  51366,  Dawson  Station,  Tulsa, 
OK  74151.  Representative:  Warren  L 
Troupe,  2480  E.  Commercial  Blvd.,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  FL  33308.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufactiirers  of  footwear,  from  the 
facilities  of  Suave  Shoes,  in  Dade 
Coimty,  FL,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI);  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  in  the 
reverse  direction,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Suave  Shoes. 
(Hearing  site:  S  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  119619  (Sub-132F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  DISTRIBUTORS 
SERVICE  CO.,  a  corporation,  2000  W. 
43rd  Street,  Chicago.  IL  60609. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Piken,  Suite 
1515,  One  Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushing, 

NY  11368.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  from  points  in  CT,  DE,  MD, 
MA,  NJ,  NY,  RI,  DC,  and  those  points  in 
PA  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  15,  to  points 
in  lA,  KS,  MO,  and  NE.  (Hearing  site: 
New  York,  NY,  or  Washington,  DC.)  ‘ 

MC  119988  (Sub-190F),  filed  March  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  GREAT  WESTERN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1384, 
Lufkin,  TX  75901.  Representative:  Hugh 
T.  Matthews,  2340  Fidelity  Union  Tower. 
Dallas,  TX  75201.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregiilar  routes,  transporting  (1) 
adhesives,  sealants,  solvents,  stains, 
and  wood  preservatives,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  fupplies,  and  accessories 
used  in  the  distribution,  installation,  and 
maintenance  of  floors,  walls,  and  floor 
and  wall  coverings,  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
Roberts  Consolidated  Industries,  at  (a) 
Kalamazoo.  MI,  and  (b)  Dayton,  OH.  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas.  TX.) 

MC  119988  (Sub-191F).  filed  March  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  GREAT  WESTERN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1384, 
Lufkin,  TX  75901.  Representative:  Hugh 
T.  Matthews,  2340  Fidelity  Union  Tower, 


Dallas,  TX  75201.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
adhesives,  sealants,  solvents,  stains, 
and  wood  preservatives,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  supplies,  and  accessories 
used  in  the  distribution,  installation,  and 
maintenance  of  floors,  walls,  and  floor 
and  wall  coverings,  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
Roberts  Consolidated  Industries,  (a)  at  . 
Vancouver,  WA,  and  (b)  in  Los  Angeles 
County,  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 

Dallas.  TX.) 

MC  119988  (Sub-196F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  GREAT  WESTERN 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1384, 
Lufkin,  TX  75901.  Representative:  Clayte 
Binion,  1108  Continental  Life  Bldg.,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76102.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregvdar  routes,  transporting  canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  (1)  from 
Neosho,  MO.  to  points  in  AR,  CO.  lA 
KS,  LA  MS.  NM,  OK,  TN.  and  TX.  and 
(2)  between  Neosho,  MO,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Greenville,  IL 
(Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  MO,  or 
Dallas.  TX.) 

MC  120028  (Sub-15F).  filed  March  15. 
1979.  Applicant:  CRAW  CARTING, 

INC.,  160  Despatch  Dr.,  P.O.  Box  267, 

East  Rochester,  NY  14445. 
Representative:  Herbert  M.  Canter,  305 
Montgomery  St,  Syracuse,  NY  13202.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  imusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Buffalo, 
Rochester,  and  Syracuse,  NY.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Allegany,  Cattaraugus,  Cayuga, 
Chautauqua,  Onondaga,  Oswego, 
Seneca.  Steuben,  and  Yates  Counties, 
NY,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  having  an  immediately  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  rail.  (Hearing 
site:  Rochester  or  Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC  121658  (Sub-ITF),  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant  STEVE  D.  THOMPSON, 
INC.,  1205  Percy  St.,  Winnsboro,  LA 
71295.  Representative:  Donald  B. 
Morrison,  1500  Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza, 
P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  MS  39205.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes. 
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transporting  petroleum,  petroleum 
products,  vehicle  body  sealer,  and 
sound  deadener  compounds,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in-  tank  vehicles); 
and  filters,  from  points  in  Warren 
Coxmty,  MS,  to  Dallas  and  Fort  Worth, 
TX,  Little  Rock,  AR,  Memphis,  TN,  and 
points  in  LA,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  facilites  of  Quaker  State  Oil  Refining 
Corp;,  in  Warren  County,  MS.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC,  or  Jackson,  MS.)- 

MC 124078  (Sub*953F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  611 
South  28th  SL,  Milwaukee,  WI 53215. 
Representative:  Richard’ M.  Prevette, 

P.O.  Box  1601,  Milwaukee,  WI  53201.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  lime,  limestone,  and 
limestone  products,  in  bulk,  from  the 
facilities  of  NationafLime  &  Stone 
Company,  in  Delaware  Coimty,  OH,  to 
points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  PA,  and  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,.  OH.) 

MC  128539  (Sub-12F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant;  EAGLE  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  4508,  Rocky 
Moimt,  NC  27801.  Representative: 

Robert  J.  Corber,  1747  Pennsylvania 
Ave,  NW,  Suite  1050,  Washington,  DC 
20006.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  su/pAate  black  liquor,  from 
points  in  NC  to  points  in  SC.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC,  or  Raleigh,  NC.) 

MC  134328  (Sub-7F),  filed  March  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  D  &  G  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1004,  Wynne,  AR  72396. 
Representative:  James  N.  Clay  III,  2700 
Sterick  Building,  Memphis,  TN  38103.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  wood producta  and  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  of  electric  appliances  and 
electric  equipment,  between  Forrest 
City,  AR,  Edinburg,  IN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States,  (except  AK  and.  HI),  under 
continuing  contracts)  vrith  Sanyo 
Manufacturing  Coiporation,  of  Forrest 
City,  AA.  (Hearing  site:  Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  135598  (Sub-21F),  filed  February- 2, 
1979,  previously  notic^  in:  the  FR  issue 
of  A^nil  20;  1879.  Applicant:  SiARKEY 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3156,  Quincy,.  QL  62301.  Etepresentative: 
Carl  L  Steiner,  39  Si  LaSalle  St. 

Chicago,  IL  606D3.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carmar;  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes;,  transporting  (l)'p^per 


and  paper  articles,  ft^m  the  facilities  of 
Packaging  Corporation  of  America,  at 
(a)  Chicago,  IL,  (b)  Griffid),  Indianapolis, 
and  Vincennes,  IN,  (c)' Marshalltown, 
lA,  (d)  Kansas  City,  KS,  (e)  Bridgeton, 
Kansas  City,  and  St  Louis,  MO,  (f) 
Jackson  and  Nashville,  TN,  (g)  Omaha, 
NE,  and-(h]  Burlington,  WI',  to  points  in 
IL,  INi  lA,  KS,  KY,  MO,  NE,  TN,  and  WL 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named' facilities;  and 
(2)  materials  and  supplies  used' in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (t),  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  Ae  reverse 
direction,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  destined' to  the  named 
facilities.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

Note. — ^This  republication  changes 
"Brighton,  MO”  to  "Bridgeton,  MO.” 

MC  136828  (Sub-28F),  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant;  COOK  TRANSPORTS, 
INC.,  214  S.  Tenth  St.,  Birmingham,  AL 
35233.  Representative:  Ode  Cook,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant],  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  used  in  the 
manufacture)  distribution,  installation, 
maintenance,  or  dismantling  of  air, 
water,  and  sewage  systems,  between 
Buckhannon,  WV,  Bensenville,  IL, 
Oskaloosa,  LA,  Columbia,  MO,  and 
Richwood,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham  or  Montgomery,  AL.) 

MC  136899  (Sub-32F),  filed  March  15. 
1979.  Applicant:  HIGGINS 
TRANSPORTATION  LTD.,  P.O;  Box  192, 
Richland  Center,  WI  53581. 
Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
East  Gilman  Street,  Madison,  WI  53703. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (l)(a)  snow  removal,  lawn, 
and  garden  equipment,  and  (b)  parts, 
attachments,  and  accessories  for  the 
commodities  in  (l)(a)  above,  from 
Brillion,  New  Holstein,  and' Plymouth, 
WI,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  Ml,  MN, 
MO;  NE.  ND.  OH.  and  SD;  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used' 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)' above;  in  the 
reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site:  Madison 
or  Fond  du  Lac,  Vi^.) 

MG  136899  (Sub-33F).  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  HIGGINS 
TRANSPORTATION  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  192, 
Richland  Center,  WI  53681. 
Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
East  GilmaniSfreet,  Madison,  WI  53708. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  oribreign- 


commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as.  are 
dealt  in  by  retail  department  stores  and 
catalog  stores,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Hermansville,  MI,  Cincinnati 
and  Harrison,  OH,  and- points  in  WI,  tO; 
New  Stanton,  and  Belle  Vernon,  PA,  and 
points  in  MO;  TX,  OH,  IL,  ffl,  lA,  MN, 

OK,  and  WI,  restricted  to  die 
transportation  of  traffic  originating- at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Montgomery 
Ward  &  Co.,  Incorporated.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago.  IL.  or  Madison,  WL)i 

MC  138109  (Sub-2F),  filed  March  14, 

1979.  Applicant  RAY  J.  FORNEY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  207,  Ashton,  IL  61006. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLadilen  Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses,  and  (2)  materials  ingredients, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufachire, 
distribution,  and  sale  of  the  commodities 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk]  between  the  facilities  of  Ralston 
Purina  Company,  at  or  near  Clinton  and 
Davenport,  lA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MN, 

MO.  NY.  OH,  PA.  and  WI.  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  Ralston 
Purina  Company,  of  St.  Louis,  MO.* 
(Hearing  site:  St  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  138109  CSub-3F).  filed  March  16. 

1979.  Applicant:  RAY  J.  FORNEY.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  207,  Ashton,  IL  61006. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  salt,  salt  products, 
pepper;  and  food  seasoning  compounds, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk],  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1),  (except 
commodities  in  bulk],  between  the 
facilities  of  Morton  Salt  Company, 
division  of  Mbrton-Nbrwich 
Incorporated,  at  or  near  Rittman,  OH,  on  < 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HQ,, 
under  continuing  contract(a],with 
Morton  Salt  Company,  Division-  Morton* 
Norwich  Incorporated,  of  Chicago.  EL 
^Hearing  site:  Chicago.  IL), 

MC  138109  (Sub>4F).  filed  March  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  RAY  J.  FORNEY..INC, 
P.O.  Box  207,  Ashton,  BL  61006. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,.  805 
McLachlen  Bank.Building,  6H56  Eleventh 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  To 
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operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  salt,  salt  products, 
pepper,  and  foixl  seasoning  compounds, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1),  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Morton  Salt  Company, 
Division  of  Morton-Norwich 
Incorporated,  at  or  near  Hutchinson,  KS, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Morton  Salt  Company.  Division  of 
Morton-Norwich  Incorporated,  of 
Chicago,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  138109  (Sub-5F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  RAY  J.  FORNEY.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  207,  Ashton.  IL  61006. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  salt,  salt  products, 
pepper,  and  food  seasoning  compounds, 
(except  conunodities  in  bulk),  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1),  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Morton  Salt  Company, 
Division  of  Morton-Norwich,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Silver  Springs,  NY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  imder 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Morton  Salt 
Company,  Division  of  Morton-Norwich. 
Inc.,  of  Chicago,  IL.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago.  IL,  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  138109  (Sub-6F).  filed  March  19. 
1979.  AppUcant:  RAY  J.  FORNEY.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  207,  Ashton,  IL  61006. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley.  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  SL. 
NW..  Washington,  DC  20001.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  salt, 
salt  products,  pepper,  and  food 
seasoning  compounds,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1),  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Morton  Salt  Company,  Division  of 
Morton-Norwich,  Incorporated,  at  or 
near  Grand  Saline.  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Morton  Salt 
Company,  Division  of  Morton-Norwich, 


Incorporated,  of  Chicago.  IL  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  138328  (Sub-85F).  filed  March  14, 
1979.  Applicant:  CLARENCE  L 
WERNER  d.b.a.  WERNER 
ENTERPRISES,  1-80  &  Hwy  50,  P.O.  Box 
37205,  Omaha,  NE  68137. 

Representative:  James  F.  Crosby,  P.O. 
Box,  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  paper  containers,  and 
plastic  containers  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
CA.  IL  KS,  KY.  LA.  MI.  MS.  NH  NJ.  OH. 
TX,  and  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  the 
Continental  Group,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  138469  (Sub-119F),  filed  March  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  DONCO  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  75354,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73107.  Representative:  Jack  R 
Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  West  Touhy 
Avenue,  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  and  used  by  manufacturers  of 
health  care  products,  personal  care 
products,  and  household  cleaning 
products,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  to  the  facilities  of  Shaklee 
Corporation,  at  or  near  (1)  Haywood, 
CA,  (2)  Atlanta,  GA,  (3)  Chicago,  IL,  (4) 
Dayton,  NJ,  and  (5)  Dallas,  TX, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  San  Francisco,  CA.) 

MC  138469  (Sub-120F),  filed  March  15. 
1979.  Applicant  DONCO  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  75354,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73107.  Representative:  Jack  H. 
Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  West  Touhy 
Avenue.  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  ^  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  die  facilities 
of  Wilson  Foods  Corporation,  at  (a) 
Cedar  Rapids  and  Cherokee,  lA,  and  (b) 


Marshall.  MO,  to  points  in  CA, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  ongina. 

(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC) 

MC  138469  (Sub-121F).  filed  March  16, 
1979.  Applicant  DONCO  CARRIERS. 
INC,  P.O.  Box  75354,  Oklahoma  City, 

OK  73107.  Representative:  Jack  R 
Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  W.  Touhy  Ave., 
Park  Ridge,  IL  60068.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  frozen 
pies,  fitim  the  facilities  of  Field’s,  Inc.,  at 
Pauls  Valley.  OK,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR, 
CA.  CO,  KS,  MO.  NM.  NC  TN,  TX.  and 
VA,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin. 
(Hearing  site:  Oldahoma  City.  OK.  or 
Dallas.  TX.) 

MC  140829  (Sub-192F).  filed  March  14. 
1979.  Applicant  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
206,  Sioux  City,  LA  51102. 

Representative:  William  J.  Hanlon,  55 
Madison  Avenue,  Morristown,  NJ  07960. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  plastic  film  and  plastic 
sheeting,  in  veMcles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refirigeration,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  tetween  points  in  FL  GA, 
IL,  MD,  MA.  MN.  NJ.  NC.  OR  VA,  and 
TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  MT,  WY,  CO,  and  NM,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Borden  Chemical  Co.,  Division  of 
Borden,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  140829  (Sub-194F).  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
206,  Sioux  City,  lA  51102. 
Representative:  William  J.  Hanlon,  55 
Madison  Avenue,  Morristown,  NJ  07960. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  foodstuffs,  in  mechanically 
refingerated  equipment  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  the  facilities  of  Standard  foands, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Chicago,  IL  to  points  in 
CO,  lA,  Ka  MO,  NR  TX.  CT,  MD,  MA. 
NJ,  NY,  PA,  and  DC  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  and  destined  to  &e 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC) 

Note, — Dual  operations  may  be  at  issuer 
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MC 141489  (Sub-2F).  filed  March  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  HUNTER  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  805  32nd  Avenue,  Council  Bluffs, 
lA  51501.  Representative:  Bradford  E. 
Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  lumber,  from  Evanston  and 
Cheyenne,  WY,  and  points  in  Keith. 
Cheyenne,  Moirill,  and  Box  Butte 
Counties,  NE,  to  points  in  KS,  NE,  MN, 
lA.  MO,  AR.  WI.  IL,  TN.  KY.  IN.  MI.  OH. 
OIC  TX,  LA,  MS,  and  AL  (Hearing  site: 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  142508  (Sub-57F),  fried  March  12, 
1979.  Applicant  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  10810  South 
144th  Street  P.O.  Box  37465,  Omaha,  NE 
68137.  Representative:  Lanny  N.  Fauss, 
P.O.  Box  37096,  Omaha,  NE  68137.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  plastic  bags,  wrapping 
materials,  stretch  wrap  holders,  and 
aluminum  foil,  and  (2)  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  from  the  facilities  of  Presto 
Products,  Inc.,  at  Appleton,  Little  Chute, 
and  Weyauwega,  WI,  to  points  in  NE, 
CO,  and  UT,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Milwaukee.  WI,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  142508  (Sub-  58F),  filed  March  14, 
1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
37465, 10810  South  144th  Street.  Omaha. 
NE  68137.  Representative:  Lanny  N. 
Fauss,  P.O.  Box  37096,  Omaha,  NE 
68137.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  canned  goods,  from  the 
facilities  of  Campbell  Soup  Company,  at 
Chicago,  IL.  to  points  in  lA  and  NE. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago.  IL,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  142508  (Sub-  OOF),  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
37465, 10810  South  144th  Street  Omaha, 
NE  68137.  Representative:  Lanny  N. 
Fauss.  P.O.  Box  37096,  Omaha,  NE 
68137.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregiilar  routes, 
transporting  (1)  wheels,  wheel  rims, 
hubs,  and  clamps,  and  (2)  mounting 
hardware  for  wheels  and  wheel  rims, 
from  Plainfreld,  IL,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 


originating  at  the  named  origin  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  or  Joliet,  IL) 

MC  143398  (Sub-  2F),  fried  March  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  C.  C.  ROBERTS 
CONCRETE  CONSTRUCTION  CO., 

INC.,  3725  Gibbon  Rd.,  Charlotte,  NC 
28213.  Representative:  Ralph  McDonald. 
P.O.  Box  2246,  Ralei^,  NC  27602.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  animal  and  poultry  feed, 
and  animal  and  poultry  feed 
ingredients,  (except  liquid  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  between 
points  in  AL  FL  GA,  NC,  SC,  TN,  and 
VA.  (Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  144969  (Sub-TF),  filed  March  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  WHEATON  CARTAGE 
CO.,  a  corporation,  Wheaton  Avenue. 
Millville,  NJ  08332.  Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Building,  66  Eleventh  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20001.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
chemicals,  plastics,  and  plastic 
products,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution,  or  sale  of  the  commodities 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  of  Northern 
Petrochemicals  Company,  at  or  near  (a) 
Mankato.  MN,  (b)  Newark,  OH,  (c) 
Clinton,  MA,  and  (d)  Morris,  Chicago, 
and  Mapleton,  IL  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago.  IL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  145359  (Sub-2F).  fried  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  THERMO 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  156  E.  Market  St.. 
Indianapolis.  IN  46204.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  conunerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  copper, 
brass,  aluminum  articles,  bronze 
articles,  cables,  wire,  and  wire  products, 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1),  from  the  facilities  of 
Revere  Copper  &  Brass,  Inc.,  at  Rome. 
NY,  to  points  in  AZ.  CA.  WA.  OR,  ID. 
UT,  and  NV.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  at  issue. 

MC  146079  (Sub-2F).  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  JACKSON 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  R.R.  1.  Box 
410A.  Clayton,  IN  46118.  Representative: 


Donald  W.  Smith.  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  conunerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  automotive 
parts,  and  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  motor  vehicles,  (1) 
between  the  facilities  of  General  Motors 
Corporation,  at  Indianapolis.  IN,  on  the 
one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  the  facilities 
of  General  Motors  Corporation  at  (a) 
Flint  and  Pontiac,  MI,  (b)  Janesville,  WI, 
(c)  St.  Louis,  MO,  (d)  Atlanta,  GA,  (e) 
Baltimore,  MD.  and  (f)  Shreveport,  LA, 
and  (2)  between  the  facilities  of  General 
Motors  Corporation  at  Indianapolis,  IN, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  o^er, 
Detroit,  MI,  and  Chicago,  IL  (Hearing 
site:  Indianapolis.  IN,  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  146149  (Sub-lF),  fried  March  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  KENNEDY  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  7401  Fremont  Pike, 
Perrysburg,  OH  43551.  Representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  275  E.  State  St.,  Columbus, 
OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  wiping  cloths,  from  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
to  Jackson,  TN.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus, 
OH.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  at  issue. 

MC  146149  (Sub-2F).  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  KENNEDY  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  7401  Fremont  Pike, 
Perrysburg,  OH  43551.  Representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  275  E.  State  St.,  Columbus, 
OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  carpeting,  padding,  and 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of 
carpeting,  between  Dalton,  GA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
OH.  IN,  MI.  PA.  IL  NY,  and  NJ.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH,  or  Washington, 

DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  at  issue. 

MC  146209  (Sub-2F).  filed  March  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  EARL  L  HENDERSON. 
R.R.  #1,  Box  118,  Salem,  IL  62881. 
Representative:  Robert  T.  Lawley.  300 
Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfreld,  IL  62701.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  pr/ntet/mafrer,  from 
Kokomo,  IN,  and  Effingham.  Salem,  and 
Sparta,  IL  to  points  in  AZ.  CA,  CO,  ID, 
MT.  NV,  NM.  OR,  TX.  UT,  WA.  and 
WY,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
World  Color  Press,  Inc.,  of  Effingham,  IL 
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(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO,  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC 146256  (Sub-2F),  filed  March  14, 
1979.  Applicant  M.  R.  BRUTON,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  547,  Cuba,  MO  65453. 
Representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  Suite 
200,  205  West  Touhy  Avenue,  Park 
Ridge,  IL  60066.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Wilson  Foods  Corporation,  at 
Marshall,  MO,  to  points  in  CA, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin.  (Hearing 
site:  Dallas,  TX,  or  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  146285  (Sub-3F),  filed  March  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  M.  R.  BRUTON,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  547,  Cuba,  MO  65453. 
Representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  Suite 
200,  205  West  Touhy  Avenue,  Park 
Ridge,  IL  60068.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  foodstuffs,  inedible  com 
products,  inedible  soybean  products, 
and  animal  and  poultry  drug 
supplements,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Decatur,  IL,  to  points  in  AZ, 
CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV,  NM,  OK,  OR,  TX, 
UT,  WA,  and  WY,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  and  destined  to  die 
indicated  destinations  (except  traffic 
moving  in  foreign  commerce).  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis,  MO,  or  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  146309  (Sub-lF),  filed  March  20, 
1979.  Applicant:  IRVIN  D.  BLAIR,  d.b.a., 
D  &  T  TRUCKING  CO.,  4300  Curtis  Ave., 
Baltimore,  MD  21226.  Representative: 
Walter  T.  Evans,  7961  Eastern  Ave., 
Silver  Spring,  MD  20910.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  steel 
pipe,  from  the  facilities  of  American 
Seamless  Tubing,  Inc.,  at  Baltimore,  MD, 
to  Huntington,  WV.  and  points  in  TX: 
and  (2)  steel  billets,  fi^m  Birmingham, 
AL  Darlington,  SC,  Lone  Star  and 
Midlothian,  TX,  and  Huntington,  WV,  to 
the  facilities  of  Amercian  Seamless 
Tubing,  Inc.,  at  Baltimore,  MD,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  American 
Seamless  Tubing,  Inc.,  of  Baltimore,  MD. 
(Hearing  site:  Baltimore,  MD.) 

MC  146518  (Sub-IF),  filed  March  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  OWl^  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  UNE,  INC.,  Route  2,  Box  294, 
Boyce,  LA  71409.  Representative: 


Lawrence  Marquette,  535  W.  Berridge 
Lane,  Phoenix,  AZ  85013.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  acrylics 
and  plastic  resins,  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  points  in  AL  AR,  CT,  DE, 
FL  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KY,  LA,  ME,  MD,  MA, 
MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH, 
PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VT,  VA,  WV,  WI, 
and  DC,  to  points  in  CT,  GA,  IN,  IL 
LA,  MD,  MA.  MI,  NJ,  NC,  NY.  OH.  PA. 
SC,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site;  Alexandria, 
LA.) 

MC  146519  (Sub-lF).  filed  March  15. 
1979.  Applicant:  CALIANA 
MARKETING.  INC,,  2120  Prarieton 
Road,  Terre  Haute,  IN  47802. 
Representative:  Robert  W.  Loser  11, 1009 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Building, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  carrier 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  scrap  metal,  from  the 
facilities  of  Unarco  Home  Products,  at  or 
near  Paris,  IL  to  Detroit,  MI.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Unarco 
Home  Products,  Division  of  Unarco 
Industries,  Inc.,  of  Paris,  EL  (Hearing 
site;  Indianapolis,  IN,  or  Chicago,  EL) 

Note. —  The  person  or  persons  who  appear 
to  be  engaged  in  common  control  must  either 
file  an  application  under  49  U.S.C.  S  11343 
(formerly  Section  5(2)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act),  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is  unnecessary. 

Broker  Authority 

MC  130558F,  filed  March  16. 1979. 
Applicant:  NATIONWIDE  TRAVELERS 
TRAVEL  CLUB.  INC.,  1515  Graceland 
Avenue,  Appleton,  WI  54911. 
Representative:  James  Robert  Evans,  145 
W.  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Neenah,  WI 
54956.  To  engage  in  operations,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker,  at  Appleton,  WI,  in  arranging  for 
the  transportation,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  special 
and  charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  Brown,  Calumet, 
Fond  du  Lac,  Outagamie,  and 
Winnebago  Counties,  WI,  and  extending 
to  points  in  the  United  States.  (Hearing 
site:  Appleton  or  Green  Bay,  Vh.) 

Note. — Applicant  is  cautioned  that 
arrangements  for  charter  parties  or  groups 
should  be  made  in  conformity  with  die 
requirements  set  forth  in  Tauck  Tours,  Inc., 
Extension — New  York,  N.  Y.,  54  M.C.C.  291 
(1952). 

MC  130560  (Sub-lF),  filed  April  4. 

1979.  Applicant:  NEIL  A.  JOSI^  d.b.a. 
SHRINE  TOURS,  30  Baynton,  N.E.. 
Grand  Rapids.  MI  49503.  Representative: 
C.  Mark  Stoppels,  580  Old  Kent  Bldg., 
Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503.  To  engage  in 


operations,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  broker,  at  Grand  Rapids, 
MI,  in  arranging  for  the  transportation, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operafions,  beginning  and  ending  at 
Grand  Rapids,  MI,  and  extending  to 
points  in  AL  FL  GA,  lA,  EL  IN,  KY,  LA, 
MI.  MN.  MO,  OH,  TN.  WL  arid  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Grand  Rapids  or 
Kalamazoo,  MI.) 

(FR  Doc.  79-19529  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Voiume 
No.  75] 

Permanent  Authority  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications  filed  on  or 
before  February  28. 1979,  are  governed 
by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247).  For 
applications  filed  before  March  1, 1979, 
these  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  a  protest  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  to  file  a  protest,  within  30  days, 
will  be  considered  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  to  the  application.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  should  comply  with 
Rule  247(e)(3)  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
made,  contain  a  detailed  statement  of 
Protestant's  interest  in  the  proceeding 
(as  specifically  noted  below),  and  shall 
specify  with  particularly  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but 
shall  not  include  issues  or  allegations 
phrased  generally.  A  protestant  should 
include  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions  of 
its  authority  which  protestant  believes 
to  be  in  conflict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describe  in  detail  the 
method — ^whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed.  Protests 
not  in  reasonable  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  may  be 
rejected.  The  original  and  one  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant's 
representative,  or  upon  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(e)(4)  of  the  special  rules  and 
shall  include  Ae  certification  required  in 
that  section. 
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On  cases  filed  on  or  after  March  1, 

1979,  petitions  for  intervention  either 
with  or  without  leave  are  appropriate. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  pa^  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  die  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as  an 
issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  copy  of  the 
tentative  rate  schedule  to  any 
protestant. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission's  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems]  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity,  and 
that  each  contract  carrier  applicant 
qualifies  as  a  contract  carrier  and  its  ' 
proposed  contract  carrier  service  will  be 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101.  Each  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  the  service 
proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  fV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted  this  decision  is  neither 
a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  nor  a  major  regulatory 
action  under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975, 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  conditions  as  it 
finds  necessary  to  insure  that 


applicant’s  operations  shall  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10930(a) 
[formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act]. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  on  or  before  July  23, 1979 
(or,  if  the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice. 
To  the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  such  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

MC  41406  (Sub-122F),  filed  February 

28. 1979.  Applicant:  ARTIM 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM.  INC., 
7105  Kennedy  Avenue,  Hammond,  IN 
46323.  Representative:  Wade  H.  Bourdon 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  auto  parts. 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Columbus  and 
Franldin,  IN.  to  points  in  IL,  MI,  MO, 

OH,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Indianapolis, 
IN,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  64806  (Sub-llF),  filed  February  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  R,  P.  THOMAS 
TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED.  807  W.  Fayette 
Street,  Martinsville,  VA  24112. 
Representative:  Terrell  C.  Clark,  P.O. 
Box  25,  Stanleytown,  VA  24168.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (l)(a)  new  furniture,  from 
points  in  Heruy  County,  VA,  to  points  in 
FL.  IL.  IN.  KY.  NY.  OH  and  TN;  and  (b) 
returned  shipments  of  new  furniture,  in 
the  reverse  direction,  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  or  useful  in  the 
manufacture  of  new  furniture,  from 
points  in  MD,  IN,  MI,  OH,  PA,  and  TN, 
to  points  in  Henry  County,  VA.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC  or  Roanoke,  VA.) 

MC  69116  (Sub-223F),  filed  February 

26. 1979.  Applicant:  SPECTOR 
INDUSTRIES.  INC.,  d/b/a  SPECTOR 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  1050  Kingery 
Highway.  Bensenville,  IL  60106. 


Representative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
To  operate  as  a  comman  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  transporting  genera/ 
commadities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Omaha,  NE,  and  Kansas  City. 
MO  from  Omaha  across  the  Missouri 
River  to  Council  Bluffs,  LA,  and  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  29  to  Kansas  City, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
coimection  with  applicant’s  regular- 
route  operations  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  (a) 
Omaha  and  points  in  its  commercial 
zone  and  destined  to  Kansas  City  and 
points  in  its  commercial  zone,  and  (b) 
Kansas  City  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  and  destined  to 
Omaha  and  Points  in  its  commercial 
zone.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  103926  (Sub-87F],  filed  February 

27. 1979.  Applicant  W.  T.  MAYFIELD 
SONS  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  947,  Mableton.  GA  30059. 
Representative:  K.  Edward  Wolcott,  P.O. 
Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  tractors 
(except  truck-tractors),  and  (2)  parts, 
implements,  attachments,  accessories 
and  supplies  for  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above,  between  points 
in  KY,  LA,  TX  VA,  and  WV,  on  die  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR, 
NC.  SC.  FL,  GA.  TN.  AL  and  MS. 
(Hearing  site:  Adanta,  GA.) 

MC  108937  (Sub-53F),  filed  February  9. 
1979.  Applicant  MURPHY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2323  Terminal 
Road,  St.  Paul.  MN  55113. 
Representative:  Jerry  E.  Hess,  P.O.  Box 
43640,  St  Paul,  55164.  To  operate  as 
a  cammon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over  . 
irregular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  (1) 
between  South  Bend,  IN,  and  Willard, 
OH  from  South  Bend  over  U.S.  Hwy  20 
to  Monroeville,  OH,  then  over  OH  Hwy 
99  to  Willard,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (2)  between  South  Bend,  IN,  and 
Bucyrus,  OH;  from  South  Bend  over  U.S. 
Hwy  33  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then  " 
over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  junction  OH  Hwy  15, 
then  over  OH  Hwy  15  to  junction  U.S. 
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Hwy  23,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  23  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  30,  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  30  to  Bucyrus,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (3)  between  Defiance,  OH, 
and  Bucyrus,  OH  from  Defiance  over 
OH  Hwy  18  to  Tiffin.  OH,  then  over  OH 
Hwy  100  to  Bucyrus,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (4]  between  Defiance,  OH, 
and  Delphos,  OH,  over  U.S.  Hwy  66  (5) 
between  Toledo,  OH  and  Dayton,  OH, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  75,  and  (6)  between 
South  Bend,  IN,  and  Marion,  OH;  from 
South  Bend  over  U.S.  Hwy  31  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  30,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  30  to 
junction  OH  Hwy  309  near  Delphos,  OH, 
then  over  OH  Hwy  309  to  Marion,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  in 
(l]-(6]  all  Intermediate  points  in  OH, 
and  serving  points  in  Allen,  Auglaize^ 
Champaign,  Clark,  Darke,  Defiance, 

Erie,  Fulton,  Greene,  Hancock,  Hardin, 
Henry,  Logan,  Lorain,  Lucas,  Madison, 
Mercer,  Miami,  Montgomery,  Ottawa, 
Paulding,  Preble,  Putnam,  Sandusky, 
Seneca,  Shelby,  Union,  Van  Wert, 
Williams,  Wood,  and  Wyandot, 
Counties,  OH,  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  applicants  authorized 
regular-route  operations,  and  serving 
South  Bend,  IN,  for  purposes  of  joinder 
only. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
convert  a  portion  of  applicant's  existing 
irregular-route  authority  to  regular-route 
authority. 

Conditions 

(1)  The  regular  route  authority  granted 
here  shall  not  be  severable,‘by  sale  or 
otherwise,  fi'om  applicant’s  retained 
pertinent  irregular-route  authority.  (2) 
Applicant  must  request,  in  writing,  the 
imposition  of  restrictions  on  its 
underlying  irregular-route  authority 
precluding  service  between  any  two  . 
points  authorized  to  be  served  here 
pursuant  to  regular-route  authority. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Paul,  MN,  or 
Washingtoin,  DC.) 

MC  114457  (Sub-479F),  filed  February 

28, 1979.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  2102 
University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  MN  55114. 
Representative:  ]ames  H.  Wills  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by.motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  automotive 
parts,  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  automotive  parts, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Ford  Motor  Company  at 
points  in  MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City, 

MO,  and  St.  Paul,  MN.  (Hearing  site: 
Detroit,  MI,  or  St  Paul,  MN.) 


MC  114897  (Sub-129F),  filed  February 

26, 1979.  Applicant:  WHITFIELD  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  124  West  Thomas,  P.O.  Box 
7676,  Phoenix,  AZ  85011.  Representative: 
].  E.  Gallegos,  215  Lincoln  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  2228,  Santa  Fe,  NM  87501.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  spent  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Albuquerque,  NM,  to 
points  in  NV.  (Hearing  site: 

Albuquerque,  NM.) 

MC  115826  (Sub-406F),  filed  February 

26, 1979.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY,  INC., 
6015  East  58th  Ave.,.  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Representative:  Howard  Gore 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  canned 
goods,  from  the  facilities  of  * 
Oconomowoc  Canning  Co.  at  or  near 
Poynette,  WI,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  origin,  and  (2)  meats,  meat 
products,  meat  byproducts  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Dold  Foods  Inc.,  at  or  near  Wichita, 
KS,  to  points  in  CO,  NV,  CA,  OR,  WA, 
UT,  ID,  LA,  TX,  OK,  IL,  WI,  MN  and  lA. 
(Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  116947  (Sub-66F),  filed  February 

26, 1979.  Applicant:  SCOTT  TRANSFER 
CO.,  INC.,  920  Ashby  Street,  S.W., 
Atlanta,  GA  30310.  Representative:  WM 
Adams,  P.O.  Box  720434,  Atlanta,  GA 
30328.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  canned  goods,  from  the 
facilities  of  Woldert  Canning  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Tyler,  TX,  to  points  in  AL,  SC, 
NC,  GA,  TN,  LA,  and  MS,  and  (2)  metal 
containers,  and  parts  for  metal 
containers,  from  points  in  Fulton 
County,  GA,  to  the  facilities  of  Woldert 
Canning  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Tyler,  TX, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Woldert  Canning  Co.,  Inc,,  of  Tyler,  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  121236  (Sub-4F),  filed  February  26, 
1979.  Applicant:  SERVICE 
TRANSPORTATION  UNES,  INC.,  729 
34th  Avenue!  Rock  Island,  IL  61201. 
Representative:  Alki  E.  Scopelitis,  1301 
Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes. 


transporting  soybean  and  com  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  A.  E.  Staley 
Manufacturing  Co.  at  (a)  Decatur,  IL, 
and  (b)  Lafayette,  IN.  (Hearing  site: 
Indianapolis,  IN  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  123407  (Sub-547F),  filed  February 

26. 1979.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso,  IN 
46383.  Representative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  steel 
tubing,  from  the  facilities  of  Jobal  Tube 
Co.,  Inc.,  in  Hammond,  IN,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  125777  (Sub-238F),  filed  February 

8. 1979.  Applicant:  JACK  GRAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4600  East  15th 
Avenue,  Gary,  IN  46403.  Representative: 
Allan  C.  Zuckerman,  39  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  alloys  and 
silicon  metal,  in  dump  vehicles,  between 
the  facilities  of  Ohio  Ferro  Alloys  Corp., 
at  Philo  and  Powhatan,  OH,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA, 
MO,  AR,  and  LA,  (Hearing  site:  Chicago. 
IL.) 

MC  129537  (Sub-30F),  filed  November 
27, 1978.  Applicant:  REEVES 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corporation, 
Rt.  5 — Dewy  Pond  Road,  Calhoun,  GA 
30701.  Representative:  John  C.  Vogt,  Jr., 
406  N.  Morgan  St.,  Tampa,  FL  33602.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  carpets  and  rugs,  from 
points  in  Troup  and  Muscogee  Counties. 
GA,  to  points  in  Gordon  County,  GA. 
NOTE:  Tacking  is  authorized  at  Gordon 
County,  GA,  to  provide  a  through 
service  to  points  in  AR  and  TX, 
transporting  carpets  and  rugs,  as 
described  in  MC-129537  Sub  No.  6 
issued  June  23, 1970.  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  129^37  (Sub-33F),  filed  January  30, 
1979,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  May  2, 1979.  Applicant: 
REEVES  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a 
corporation.  Route  5— Dews  Pond  Road, 
Calhoim,  GA  30701.  Representative: 

John  C,  Vogt,  Jr.,  406  N.  Morgan  St., 
Tampa,  FL  33602.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  floor 
coverings  and  carpet  padding,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
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in  the  installation  and  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above 
between  points  in  Floyd,  Bartow, 
Chattooga,  Muscogee,  Gordon, 

Whitfield,  Murray,  Walker,  Catoosa, 
and  Troup  Counties,  GA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  LA 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN,  or 
Chicago,  IL) 

Note.— This  republication  is  to  show  LA  in 
the  territorial  description  instead  of  AL. 

MC 130557F,  filed  February  26, 1979. 
Applicant  VALLEY  TOURS.  INC.,  1421 
North  First  Street,  Stillwater.  MN  55082. 
Representative:  Ellen  Higgins,  E-1500 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  St  Paul,  MN 
55101.  To  engage  in  operations  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker  at  Stillwater,  MN,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation  by  motor  vehicle 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  and  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  Pine, 
Chisago,  Isanti,  Anoka,  Washington, 
Ramsey.  Carver,  Hennepin,  Dakota, 
Goodhue,  Wabasha  and  Winona 
Counties,  MN,  and  extending  to  points 
in  Burnett,  Polk,  St.  Croix,  Pierce,  Pepin, 
Bufialo,  Trempealeau,  and  La  Crosse 
Counties,  WI.  (Hearing  site: 

Minneapolis,  or  Chicago.  IL.) 

MC  138157  (Sub-117F),  filed  February 

26. 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d/b/a 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  plastic 
articles,  (except  in  bulk)  from  Reading, 
PA,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  PA,  AK,  and  HI),  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  facilities  of  W.  R.  Grace  and 
Company.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia, 

PA. ) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138157  (Sub-118F).  filed  February 

28. 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL.  INC.,  d/b/a 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  carpeting, 
from  the  facilities  of  WWG  Industries, 
Inc.,  (a)  at  Rome,  GA,  to  those  points  in 
TX  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Hwy  35 
(except  Dallas),  and  points  in  AZ,  NM, 

NV.  WA.  OR.  ID.  UT,  WY,  and  CO.  and 
(b)  at  Chattanooga,  TN,  to  those  points 
in  TX  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Hwy  35 
(except  Dallas),  those  in  CA  (except  Los 


Angeles),  and  points  in  AZ,  NM,  NV, 

WA  OR.  ID.  MT.  UT.  WY,  CO. 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta.  GA.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138157  (Sub-119F),  filed  February 

28, 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d/b/a 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign,  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  pool 
filtration  systems,  spa  filtration 
systems,  and  hot  tub  filtration  systems, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  distribution  and 
maintenance  of  pools,  spas,  and  hot 
tubs,  from  the  facilities  of  Purex 
Corporation,  Pool  Products  Division,  at 
City  of  Industry,  CA,  to  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138486  (Sub-5F),  filed  February  27, 
1979.  Applicant:  DAVE  WHITE,  d/b/a 
DAVE  WHITE  TRUCKING,  Rural  Route 
1,  Cerro  Gordo,  IL  61818.  Representative: 
Jerry  C.  Slaughter,  P.O.  Box  1470, 
Decatur,  IL  62525.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  grain 
products,  dry,  in  bulk,  (except  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of  Archer 
Daniels  Midland  Company,  at  Cedar 
Rapids,  LA,  to  points  in  IL,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Archer 
Daniels  Midland  Company  of  Decatur, 

IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  139906  (Sub-34F),  filed  February 

28, 1979.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  2156  West  2200  South, 
P.O.  Box  30303,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84125.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  hrom  the  facilities  of 
Import-Export  Shippers  Cooperative, 
Inc.,  at  Los  Angeles,  CA,  to  those  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  ND, 
SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Lincoln,  NE,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 


Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  140587  (Sub-12F),  filed  February 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  CECIL  CLAXTON, 
Route  3,  Box  7,  Wrightsville,  GA  31096. 
Representative:  Ronald  K.  Kolins,  c/o 
Suite  428,  910  17th  StreeJ,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  conunerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  glass 
containers,  from  the  facilities  of 
Midland  Glass  Co.,  at  or  near  Warner 
Robins,  GA,  to  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
glass  containers,  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  142447  (Sub-12F),  filed  February 

21. 1979.  Applicant:  LOUISIANA- 
PACmC  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  AB,  New  Waverly, 
TX  77358.  Representative:  Harold  R. 
Ainsworth,  2307  American  Bank 
Building,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  lumber,  from  the  facilities 
of  Roy  O.  Martin  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Alexandria,  LA,  to  points  in  TX, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Roy  O. 
Martin  Industries,  Inc.,  of  Waverly,  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  142516  (Sub-23F),  filed  February 

28. 1979.  Applicant:  ACE  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  1  Hackensack  Avenue,  South 
Kearny,  NJ  07032.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  wall 
coverings,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  wall  coverings, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  J.  Josephson,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
South  Hackensack,  NJ,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destination. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143267  (Sub-54F),  filed  February 

26. 1979.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative:  Neal 
A.  Jackson,  1155  15th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  (1)  between  the  facilities 
of  Wheeling-Pittsburgh  Steel 
Corporation  at  or  near  (a)  Canfield, 
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Martins  Ferry,  Mingo  Junction, 
Steubenville,  and  Yorikville,  OH,  (b) 

Beech  Bottom,  Benwood,  Follansbee, 
and  Wheeling,  WV,  and  (c)  Allenport 
and  Monessen,  PA,  and  (2)  from  the 
points  named  in  (1)  above,  to  points  in 
IN,  IL,  Ml,  NY,  OH,  PA,  and  WI. 

(Hearing  site:  Cleveland,  OH,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC 143267  (Sub-55F),  filed  February 

26, 1979.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative:  Neal 
A.  Jackson,  1155  15th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  gypsum, 
and  building  materials,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  installation,  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  between  the 
facilities  of  Georgia-Pacific  Corporation 
at  or  near  (a)  Akron  and  Buchanan,  NY, 
(b)  Delair,  NJ,  (c)  Milford,  Va,  (d) 
Quakertown,  PA,  and  (e)  Wilmington, 
DE,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA. 
(Hearing  site:  Cleveland,  OH,  or 
Washin^on,  DC) 

MC  143417  (Sub-2F),  filed  February  27, 
1979.  Applicant:  FLASH  INTERSTATE 
DEUVERY  SYSTEM,  INC.,  4711  West 
16th  Street,  Cicero,  IL  60650. 
Representative:  Barry  Roberts,  888  17th 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20006.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  automotive  parts,  engine 
driving  gear  assemblies,  internal 
combustion  engines  and  transmissions, 
from  the  facilities  of  Mack  Trucks,  Inc., 
at  Hagerstown,  MD,  to  Chicago,  IL, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
having  a  subsequent  movement  by  rail 
in  trailer  on  flatcar  service.  (Hearing 
site;  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  144326  (Sub-llF),  filed  February 

26, 1979.  Applicant:  RICHARDSON 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  d.b.a.  TRIARC 
TRANSPORT,  903  37th  Avenue  Court, 
Greeley,  CO  80631.  Representative:  Wm. 
Fred  Cantonwine  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  malt  beverages,  fi*om 
Jefferson  County,  CO,  to  points  in  lA 
and  MO,  and  (2)  empty  used  beverage 
containers  for  recycling  and  materMs 
and  supplies  used  in  and  dealt  with  by 
breweries,  from  points  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site;  Denver,  Co). 


Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  144846  (Sub-7F),  filed  February  8, 
1979.  Applicant:  TRANSTATES,  INC., 
3216  East  Westminster,  Santa  Ana,  CA 
92703.  Representative;  Patricia  M, 
Schnegg,  1800  United  California  Bank 
Building,  707  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90017.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
transformers,  and  (2)  electrical  and 
switching  equipment  for  transformers, 
from  the  facilities  of  Westinghouse 
Electric  Corporation  at  Athens,  GA,  to 
points  in  WA,  OR,  CA,  A2^  NV,  and  UT. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  144927  (Sub-13F),  filed  February 

27, 1979.  Applicant:  REMINGTON 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  Box  315,  U.S.  24 
West,  Remington,  IN  47977. 
Representative:  Warren  C.  Moberly,  320 
North  Meridian  St.,  No.  777, 

Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  cornstarch, 
(1)  from  the  facilities  of  Anheuser-Busch, 
Inc.,  at  Lafayette,  IN,  to  points  in  AL, 

AR,  CT.  DE,  FL,  GA.  lA,  IL,  IN.  KS.  KY, 
LA,  MA.  MD,  ME,  MI.  MO,  MS.  NC.  NE, 
NH,  NJ.  NY,  OH.  OK.  PA.  RI.  SC.  TN, 

TX.  VA,  VT.  WI.  WV,  and  DC  and  (2) 
from  Hanunond,  IN,  to  Pickerington,  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  145566  (Sub-4F),  filed  February  27, 
1979.  Applicant:  TERRY  W.  KULTGEN  & 
NORMAN  W.  KULTGEN,  d.b.a.  B  &  K 
ENTERPRISES.  7950  S.  27th  St.,  Oak 
Creek,  WI  53154.  Representative;  Terry 
W.  Kultgen,  5605  Brookhaven  Drive, 
Racine,  WI  53406.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  special  handling,  between 
the  facilities  of  Oven  Systems,  Inc.,  at 
New  Berlin,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  MO,  AR,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee  or  Madison, 
WI.) 

MC  145997  (Sub-2F),  filed  February  26, 
1979.  Applicant:  J.  E.  M.  EQUIPMENT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  396,  Alma,  AR  72921. 
Representative:  Thomas  B.  Staley,  1550 
Tower  Building,  Little  Rock.  AR  72201. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting /wj/sAe^/i/mfier,  pallets, 
wooden  boxes,  and  building  materials, 
between  the  facilitiesof  M  &  S  Lumber 
Company  at  Charleston  and  Ozark,  AR, 


on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Baltimore,  MD,  Denver, 

CO,  Lubbock,  Brownfield,  and  Houston, 
TX,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Mason  City,  lA, 
OKlahoma  City,  OK,  Jackson  and 
Columbia,  MS,  Arcadia,  LA,  Athens,  AL, 
and  Memphis,  TN,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  M  &  S 
Lumber  Company  at  Charleston  and 
Ozark,  AR.  (Hearing  site:  Little  Rock,  or 
Ft.  Smith,  AR.) 

MC  145997  (Sub-3F),  filed  February  26, 
1979.  Applicant:  J.  E.  M.  EQUIPMENT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  396,  Alma,  AR  72921. 
Representative:  Thomas  B.  Staley,  1550 
Tower  Building,  Little  Rock,  AR  72201. 

To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  glass  and  blown  glass 
components,  and  (2)  parts  for  lamps  and 
light  fixtures,  fi-om  the  facilities  of 
Southwestern  Glass  Company  at  Van 
Buren,  AR,  to  Phoenix,  AZ,  Chicago,  IL, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  New  York,  NY, 
Mayfield,  KY,  Memphis,  TN,  Dallas, 
Tyler,  and  Houston,  TX,  and!  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  CA, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins. 
(Hearing  site:  Little  Rock  or  Ft.  Smith, 
AR.) 

MC  146257  (Sub-2F),  filed  February  26, 
1979.  Applicant:  DAVID  L  VOSS,  d.b.a., 
VOSS  TOWING,  P.O.  Box  301,  Cuba. 
MO  65453.  Representative:  David  L 
Voss  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  wrecked  or  disabled  motor 
vehicles,  and  replacement  motor 
vehicles,  between  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
points  in  Crawford,  Gasconade. 
Franklin,  Warren,  and  St.  Louis 
Counties,  MO.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  St 
Louis  or  Jefferson  City,  MO.) 

(FR  Doc.  7S-iaS31  FUmI  S-21-79;  ft45  aia] 

BILUNQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Volume 
No.  79] 

Permanent  Authority  Application; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided;  May  31. 1979. 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247). 
These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  a  petition  for  intervention,  either  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
granting  of  an  application,  must  be  filed 
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with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Protests  (such  as  were  allowed  to  filings 
prior  to  March  1, 1979  will  be  rejected.  A 
petition  for  intervention  without  leave 
must  comply  with  Rule  247(k)  which 
requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate  that  it 

(1)  holds  operating  authority  permitting 
performance  of  any  of  the  service  which 
the  applicant  seeks  authority  to  perform, 

(2)  has  the  necessary  equipment  and 
facilities  for  performing  that  service,  and 

(3)  has  performed  service  within  the 
scope  of  the  application  either  (a)  for 
those  supportog  the  application,  or,  (b) 
where  the  service  is  not  limited  to  the 
facilities  of  particular  shippers,  from  and 
to,  or  between,  any  of  the  involved 
points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  imder 
Rule  247(k]  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1)  setting 
forth  the  specific  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  including  a  detailed  statement 
of  petitioner’s  interest,  the  particular 
facts,  matters,  and  things  relied  upon, 
including  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which 
petitioner  (a)  has  solicited  the  traffic  or 
business  of  diose  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  die  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace  the  extent  to  which 
petitioner’s  interest  will  be  represented 
by  other  parties,  the  extent  to  which 
petitioner’s  participation  may 
reasonably  be  expected  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  a  sound  record,  and  the 
extent  to  which  participation  by  the 
petitioner  would  broaden  the  issues  or 
delay  the  proceeding. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission,  and 
a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend  to 
timely  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  die  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  an  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as 
an  issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request,  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  copy  of  the 
tentative  rate  s^edule  to  any 
protestant 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 


record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  and  that  each  contract 
carrier  applicant  qualifies  as  a  contract 
carrier  and  its  proposed  contract  carrier 
service  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  transportation 
policy  of  49  U.S.C.  10101.  Each  applicant 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  the  service  proposed  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission's  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  petitioner,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms, 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  finds 
necessary  to  insure  that  applicant’s 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10930(a) 

(formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufiicient 
petitions  for  intervention,  filed  on  or 
before  July  23. 1979  (or,  if  the  application 
later  becomes  imopposed),  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (except  those  with  duly  noted 
problems)  upon  compliance  with  certain 
requirements  which  will  be  set  forth  in  a 
notification  of  effectiveness  of  the 
decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that  the 
authority  sought  below  may  duplicate 
an  applicant’s  other  authority,  such 


duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  efiectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Boyle,  Eaton,  and  Liberman. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

MC  22509  (Sub-16F),  filed  March  21, 
1979.  Applicant:  MISSOURI-NEBRASKA 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  5310  St.  Joseph  Ave.,  St. 
Joseph.  MO  64505.  Representative: 

Harry  Ross,  58  S.  Main  St.,  Winchester, 
KY  40391.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  Fibrous  glass,  fibrous 
glass  products,  mineral  wool,  mineral 
wool  products,  insulated  air  ducts, 
insulating  products,  and  flexible  air 
ducts,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  CertainTeed 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Kansas  City  and 
Pauline,  KS.  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  MO,  AR, 
LA,  OK,  TX,  KY,  and  TN,  and  those  in 
lA  east  of  US  Hwy  63;  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1),  in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing 
site:  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  25869  (Sub-151F),  filed  March  21, 
1979.  Applicant:  NOL’TE  BROS,  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  6217  Gilmore  Ave.,  Omaha, 
NE  68107.  Representative:  Irwin 
Schwartz,  P.O.  Box  7184,  South  Omaha 
Sta.,  Omaha,  NE  68107.  To  operate  as  a 
comman  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
fasteners,  and  such  commadities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  hardware  stores,  (a) 
from  Philadelphia,  PA,  and  points  in 
OH.  to  points  in  CO,  IL,  lA,  KS.  MN,  and 
NE,  (b)  from  Omaha,  NE.  to  Denver,  CO, 
and  (c)  from  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  LA 
NE,  and  CO;  and  (2)  iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in 
CO.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE,  Denver, 
CO.) 

MC  35358  (Sub-44F),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  BERGER  TRANSFER  & 
STORAGE,  INC.,  3720  Macalaster  Drive. 
Northeast  Minneapolis,  MN  55421. 
Representative:  Andrew  R.  Clark.  1000 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis, 
MN  55402.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  furniture,  from 
Appomattox.  VA  to  points  in  ND,  SD, 
NE,  lA.  MN.  WL  KS.  MO.  EL.  MI,  and  IN. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 
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'  MC  57239  (Sub-43F).  filed  March  21. 
1979.  Applicant:  RENNER’S  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  1350  S.  West  St.,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46206.  Representative:  Alki  E.  Scopelitis, 
1301  Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46204.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  imusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  serving  the  facilities 
of  Springport  Steel  Container  Corp.,  at 
or  near  Springport,  MI,  as  an  ofi-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
otherwise  authorized  regular-route 
operations.  (Hearing  site:  Indianapolis, 
IN,  or  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  59668  (Sub-12F,  filed  March  8, 
1979.  Applicant;  HAROLD  G.  CLINE, 
INC,,  Harding  Highway  and  DuPont 
Road,  Penns  Grove,  N)  08069. 
Representative:  M.  Bruce  Morgan,  104 
Azar  Building,  Glen  Bumie,  21061. 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  distributors  or 
manufacturers  of  chemical,  between 
points  in  N),  DE.  and  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  facilities  of 
^  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Company,  at 
or  near  Old  Hickory  and  New 
lohnsonville,  TN,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  &  Company,  of  Wilmington, 
DE.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA,  or 
Wilmington,  DE.) 

MC  114569  (Sub-295F),  filed  March  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  SHAFFER  'TRUCKING, 
INC.  P.O.  Box  418,  New  Kingstown,  PA 
17072.  Representative:  N.  L  Cummins 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  grocery 
and  food  business  houses  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  veUcles), 
firom  points  in  PA,  to  points  in  OR  and 
WA.  (Hearing  site:  Harrisburg,  PA,  or 
Washington.  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  117068  (Sub-112F).  filed  March  20, 
1979.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
SPECIALIZED  TRANSPORTA’nON, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6418,  Rochester.  MN 
55901.  Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC 
2(]ti05.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  mechanical  work 
platforms,  and  parts  and  attachments 


for  mechanical  work  platforms,  from 
Healdsburg,  CA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  San  Francisco,  CA.) 

MC  119988  (Sub-195F).  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  GREAT  WESTERN 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1384, 
Lufkin,  TX  75901.  Representative:  Clayte 
Binion,  1108  Continental  Life  Building  Ft. 
Worth,  TX  76102.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting-(l) 
fireplaces,  air  heating  and  ventilating 
systems,  and  barbeque  grills,  (2) 
accessories  for  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  and  (3)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distributioiTof  the  commodities  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  Union  City,  TN, 
Baltimore,  MD,  and  Fullerton,  CA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  125018  (Sub-5F).  filed  March  21. 
1979.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  Route  4,  Dandridge,  TN 
37725.  Representative:  James  R. 
Harrington  (same  address  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  canned  goods  and 
animal  foods,  (a)  from  Chestnut  Hill  and 
Clinton,  TN,  to  points  in  NJ  and  DE,  and 
(b)  frpm'  Blytheville,  AR,  to  points  in  NM 
and  AZ;  and  (2)  canned  goods  and 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufachne  and  distribution  of 
canned  goods,  (a)  from  points  in  N]  and 
DE  to  Chestnut  Hill  and  Clinton,  TN.  (b) 
from  points  in  NM  and  AZ  to 
Blytheville,  AR,  and  (c)  from  points  in 
CO.  to  Muskogee,  OK,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  with 
Bush  Brothers  &  Company,  of 
Dandridge,  TN.  and  Blytheville  Canning 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Blytheville.  AR. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.  or 
Knoxville,  TN.) 

MC  126118  (Sub-140F).  filed  March  21. 
1979.  Applicant:  CRETE  CARRIER 
CORPORA’nON,  P.O.  Box  81228, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Representative: 
Duane  W.  Acklie  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  cabinets,  vanities,  and 
accessories  for  cabinets  and  vanities, 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1),  (a)  fi*om 
Goshen,  IN,  to  points  in  CO,  lA,  KS,  ME, 
MN.  MO,  NE.  NH.  OK.  and  VT,  and  (b) 


from  points  in  VA  and  WI,  to  Goshen, 

IN.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.  or  Lincoln. 
NE.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  135078  (Sub-45F).  filed  March  21. 
1979.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  7850  “F’  Street, 
Omaha.  NE  68127.  Representative: 

Arthur }.  Cerra,  P.O.  Box  19251,  2100 
TenMain  Center.  Kansas  City,  MO 
64141.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  department  stores 
and  mail  order  houses  (except 
foodstuffs,  plumbing  fixtures,  plumbing 
supplies,  and  commodities  in  bulk),  and 
(2)  uncut  piece  goods  and  commodities 
used  in  the  manufactvu^  of  clothing, 
from  points  in  NH,  NJ.  NY,  and  those  in 
PA  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  15,  to  El 
Dorado  Springs,  Kansas  City,  Lexington, 
and  St  Louis,  MO.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas 
City.  MO.) 

MC  138469  (Sub-123F).  filed  March  21. 
1979.  Applicant:  DONCO  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  75354,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73107.  Representative:  William  J. 
Green  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  office  and  household 
fixtures  and  furnishings,  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufactiire  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  fi^m  the  facilities  of  Triangle 
Pacific  Corporation,  at  or  near  Atlanta, 
GA,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  LA,  NV, 
NM,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas, 
TX,  or  Oklahoma  City,  OK.) 

MC  138469  (Sub-134F).  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  DONCO  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  75354,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73107.  Representative:  William  J. 
Green  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  office  and  household 
fixtures  and  furnishings,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  commodities 
in  (1)  above,  from  the  facilities  of 
Triangle  Pacific  Corporation  at  or  near 
Lodi,  CA.  to  points  in  AZ,  CO,  ID  MT, 
NV.  NH  OR,  UT,  WA.  and  WY. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.  or  Oklahoma 
aty.  OK.) 

MC  140119  (Sub-6F),  filed  March  21. 
1979.  Applicant:  RAYMOND  J. 
GALLAE^ER.  Irvona,  PA  16656. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Disl^  606 
Frick  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 


36556 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44.  No.  122  /  Friday.  June  22.  1979  /  Notices 


commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  lime,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Strasburg,  VA,  to  the  facilities  of 
Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Corp.,  at 
Aliquippa  and  Pittsburgh,  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  140829  (Sub-195F),  filed  March  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  CARGO,  INC..  P.O.  Box 
206,  Sioux  City,  lA  51102. 

Representative:  William  J.  Hanlon,  55 
Madison  Avenue,  Morristown,  NJ  07960. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  ice  cream  and 
confectionery,  from  Chicago,  IL,  to 
points  in  CT.  LA,  MD,  MO,  NE,  NY,  PA, 
and  TX,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  144298  (Sub-8F),  filed  March  19, 
1979,  Applicant:  MASTER  TRANSPORT 
SERVICES,  INC.,  5000  Wyoming 
Avenue,  Suite  203,  Dearborn,  MI  48126. 
Representative:  William  B.  Elmer,  21635 
East  Nine  Mile  Road,  St.  Clair  Shores, 

MI  48080.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  such  commadities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  food  business 
houses;  (except  commodities  in  bulk], 
and  (2)  commodities  the  transportation 
of  which  is  otherwise  exempt  from 
economic  regulation  under  49  U.S.C. 

§  10526(a),  in  mixed  loads  with  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK,  HI,  and 
MI],  to  Warren,  MI,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Chatham  Super 
Markets,  Inc.,  of  Warren,  MI.  (Hearing 
site:  Dearborn,  MI.) 

MC  145618  (Sub-IF),  filed  March  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  AUNGST  INC.,  Box  36 
_  Fair  Haven,  VT  05743.  Representative: 
Theodore  Parisi,  Main  St.,  Castleton,  VT 
05735.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  petroleum  products,  in  bulk, 
(1)  from  Green  Island,  to  points  in 
Bennington,  Rutland,  Addison, 
Chittenden,  Franklin,  Lamoille,  and 
Washington  Counties,  VT,  and  (2)  from 
Fair  Haven,  VT,  to  points  in 
Washington,  Warren,  and  Essex 
Counties,  NY,  under  continuing  contract 
with ).  R.  Sousa  &  Sons,  Inc.,  of  Danvers, 
MA.  (Hearing  site:  Montpelier  or 
Rutland,  VT.) 

MC  146118  (Sub-3F).  filed  March  14, 
1979.  Applicant:  JAMES  J.  VAVALA,  428 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  West,  Warren,  PA 
16365.  Representative:  Kenneth  T. 


Johnson,  Bankers  Trust  Bldg., 

Jamestown,  NY  14701.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  flexible 
couplings,  and  (2)  parts  for  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
facilities  of  Rexnord,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Warren,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  CT,  IL,  KY,  MA,  MI,  NY. 
NJ,  OH,  PA,  VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Buffalo.  NY.) 

MC  146329  (Sub-lF),  filed  March  12. 
1979,  Applicant:  W-H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  1222,  Wausau,  WI  54401. 
Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
E.  Gilman  St,,  Madison,  WI  53703.  To 
operate  as  a  comman  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  agricultural  and 
industrial  equipment  manufacturers  and 
dealers,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  J.  1.  Case  Company, 
at  or  near  (a)  Racine,  WI,  and  (b) 
Burlington  and  B^^ttendorf,  lA,  to  points 
in  AL,  AR,  AZ.  CA.  CO,  FL,  GA.  ID.  LA. 
MS,  MT.  NC.  NM.  NV,  OK,  OR,  SC.  TN. 
TX.  UT,  WA.  and  WY.  (Hearing  site: 
Racine  or  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  146609F,  filed  March  21. 1979. 
Applicant:  DELTA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  251- 
55  Jericho  Turnpike,  Bellerose,  NY  11426. 
Representative:  John  L  Alfano,  550 
Mamaroneck  Ave.,  Harrison,  NY  10528. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities, 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
conunodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  in 
CT,  DE.  IN,  ME,  MD.  MA.  MI.  NH,  NJ. 
NY.  NC.  Oa  PA.  RI,  VT.  VA.  and  DC. 
restricted  (1)  against  the  transportation 
of  packages  or  articles  weighing  in  the 
aggregate  more  than  300  pounds  from 
one  consignor  to  one  consignee  on  any 
one  day,  and  (2)  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  having  an  immediately  prior  to 
subsequent  movement  by  air.  (Hearing 
site:  New  York,  NY.) 

Note. — ^The  person  or  persons  who  appear 
to  be  engaged  in  common  control  must  either 
file  an  application  under  49  U.S.C.  §  11343(a] 
formerly  section  5(b](2]  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is  imnecessary. 

MC  146618  (Sub-lF),  filed  March  21, 
1979.  Applicant-  CLIFFORD  L.  WILSON, 
Niawa  Star  Route,  Park  Rapids.  MN 
56470.  Representative:  Richard  P. 


Anderson,  502  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Fargo,  ND  58126.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  lathes, 
snowfencing  bridging,  grade  stakes,  and 
such  commodities  as  are  used  in  the 
building  offences,  from  the  facilities  of 
Franklin  Fence  Co.,  at  or  near  Vergas 
and  Williams,  MN.  to  points  in  lA,  SD, 
WI,  ND,  and  NE,  imder  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Franklin  Fence  Co.,  of 
Vergas,  MN;  and  (2)  wood  products, 
lumber,  ties,  treated  timbers,  treated 
posts,  and  treated  poles,  from  the 
facilities  of  North  Star  Log  &  Lumber 
Co.,  at  or  near  Menahga,  MN,  to  points 
in  lA,  ND,  SD,  and  WI,  and  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
in  MN  and  ND,  under  continuing 
contractfs]  with  North  Star  Log  & 
Lumber  Co.,  of  Menahga,  MN.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

(FR  Doc.  TS-lSSazfUed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 
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Petitions,  Appiications,  Finance 
Matters  (inciuding  Temporary 
Authorities),  Aitemate  Route 
Deviations,  and  Intrastate  Applications 

June  13, 1979. 

Petitions  for  Modification,  Interpretation 
or  Reinstatement  of  Operating  Rights 
Authority 

The  following  petitions  seek 
modifreation  or  interpretation  of  existing 
operating  rights  authority,  or 
reinstatement  of  terminated  operating 
rights  authority.  » 

All  pleadings  and  documents  must 
clearly  specify  the  suffix  (e.g.  Ml  F,  M2 
F)  numbers  where  the  do^et  is  so 
identified  in  this  notice. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested 
authority  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  this  notice.  Such  protests  shall 
comply  with  Special  Rule  247(e)  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Praecipe 
(49  CFR  1100.247)*  and  shall  include  a 
concise  statement  of  protestant’s 
interest  in  the  proceeding  and  copies  of 
its  conflicting  authorities.  Verified 
statements  in  opposition  should  not  be 
tendered  at  this  time.  A  copy  of  the 
protest  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  petitioner's  representative,  or 
petitioner  if  no  representative  is  named. 

'Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended)  can  be 
obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary,  IntersUte 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington.  D.C  20423. 
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MC 1756  (Sub-32)  (Ml/F)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  December  1, 1978.  Petitioner: 
PEOPLES  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corporation, 
497  Raymond  Blvd.,  Newark,  NJ  07105. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
6193,  5  World  Trade  Center,  New  York, 
NY  10048.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  certificate  in  MC  1756 
Sub  32  issued  November  7, 1978, 
authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  (1)  Containers,  and 
(2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  or  sale  of 
containers  (except  in  bulk,  and  steel  in 
coil  form),  between  points  in  CT,  DE, 

MA,  NC,  MD,  MA,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI, 
VT,  and  VA.  RESTRICTION:  The 
authority  granted  herein  is  subject  to  the 
following  conditions;  (a)  Said  authority 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  American  Can  Company 
and  National  Can  Corporation,  (b)  Said 
authority  is  restricted  against 
transportation  from  Oil  City,  PA.  Said 
authority  is  restricted  to  transportation 
of  shipments  originating  at  and  destined 
to  points  in  the  involved  states;  and  (d) 
Said  authority  is  restricted  against 
shipments  from  Edison,  N},  to  points  in 
the  Johnstown,  PA  Commercial  Zone 
and,  and  from  points  in  the  Harrisburg, 
PA,  Commercial  Zone  to  Hillside,  NJ.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
modify  the  above  authority  by 
modifying  restriction  (a)  to  read:  Said 
authority  is  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
American  Can  Company,  National  Can 
Corporation,  Continental  Can  Company, 
and  Kaiser  Alumimun  and  Chemical 
Corporation. 

MC  99284  (Sub-6)  (Ml  F),  Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  the 
restrictions,  Bled  March  1, 1979. 
Petitioner:  SULUVAN’S  MOTOR 
DEUVERY,  INC.,  711  S.  First  St., 
Milwaukee,  WI  53204.  Representative:  . 
James  R.  Madler  120  W.  Madison  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60602.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  certiBcate  in  MC 
99284  (Sub-6)  issued  December  11, 1978, 
authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  in  shipments  weighing  less  than 
50  pounds  a  shipment  and  not  more  than 
108  inches  in  circumference,  between 
Chicago,  Waukegan,  North  Chicago, 

Lake  BluB,  Lake  Forest  and  Highland 
Park,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Appleton,  Cedarburg,  De  Pere, 
Fond  du  I^c,  Grafton,  Green  Bay, 


Kenosha,  Manitowoc,  Menasha, 
Milwaukee,  Neenah,  Oshkosh,  Port 
Washington,  Racine,  Sheboygan,  Two 
Rivers,  and  West  Bend,  WI,  subject  to 
the  following  conditions:  The  authority 
granted  herein  is  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  more  than  100  poimds 
B'om  any  one  consignor  to  any  one 
consignee  in  any  1  day.  The  authority 
granted  herein  is  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  shipments  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air.  By  the  instant, 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
above  authority  by  (1)  deleting  the  50 
pounds  a  shipment  restriction  and 
inserting  a  75  pounds  a  shipment 
restriction,  (2)  deleting  the  restriction 
against  the  transportation  of  more  than 
100  pounds  B'om  any  one  consignor  to 
any  one  consignee  in  any  1  day,  and  (3) 
deleting  the  restriction  against  the 
transportation  of  shipments  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air. 

MC  99565  (Sub-11)  (Ml  F)  Notice  of 
filing  a  petition  to  delete  a  restriction. 
Bled  February  2f'1979.  Applicant:  FORE 
WAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  204  S.  Beilis 
Street,  Wausau,  WI  54401. 
Representative:  Nancy  J.  Johnson,  Route 
No.  1,  Box  169C,  Crandon,  WI  54520. 
Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
CertiBcate  in  MC  99565  (Sub-11)  issued 
October  14, 1975,  authorizing 
transportation,  as  pertinent,  over  regular 
routes,  of:  general  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  deBned 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment)  between  Manitowoc,  WI, 
and  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  55 
north  of  Brothertown,  WI,  restricted 
against  providing  service  to  Two  Rivers, 
WI,  serving  no  intermediate  points: 

From  Manitowoc  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  151  to  jimction  Wisconsin 
Highway  55  north  of  Brothertown,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  By  the 
instant  Petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
remove  the  above-stated  restriction. 
(Hearing  site:  (1)  Manitowoc,  WI;  (2) 
Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  112304  (Sub-101)  (Ml  F),  Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  broaden  the  origins, 
filed  February  2, 1979.  Petitioner  ACE 
DORAN  HAULING  &  RIGGING  CO.,  a 
corporation,  1601  Blue  Rock,  St., 
Cinncinati,  OH  45223.  Representative:  A. 
Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier  authority  in  MC- 
112304  (Sub-101),  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  reinforced  fiberglass, 
plastic  and  fabricated  metal  articles, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  Cuyahoga 


and  Lorain  Coimties,  and  Medina,'OH, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (including 
AK,  but  excluding  HI), -restricted  to  (1) 
such  shipments  which,  because  of  size 
or  weight,  require  special  equipment, 
and  (2)  shipments  originating  at  the 
facilities  of  Ceilcote  Corporation  and/or 
Heil  Process  Equipment  Corporation. 
MC-112304  (Sub-101)  shall  of  no 
further  force  and  effect  after  November 
10, 1979.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  origin 
points  to  read:  "from  Cuyahoga,  Lorain 
and  Wayne  Counties,  OH”,  and  deleting 
the  city  of  Medina,  OH. 

MC  112713  (MIF)  and  MC  H2713(Sub- 
62),  (MlF),  Bled  December  14, 1978. 
(Notice  of  Bling  of  petition  to  modify 
certiBcates).  Applicant:  YELLOW 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  10990  Roe 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  7270,  Shawnee 
Mission,  KS  66207.  Representative: 
Leonard  R.  Kofkin,  39  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Petitioner 
holds  motor  common  carrier, 

CertiBcates  in  MC  112713  issued  August 
6, 1957,  and  MC  112713  (Sub-62)  issued 
May  27, 1957.  By  Commission  order, 
served  February  3, 1969,  the  corporate 
name  on  the  above  certiBcates  was 
changed  to  Yellow  Freight  System,  Inc. 
MC  112713  authorizes,  as  pertinent, 
transportation  over  irregular  routes,  of 
general  commodities  (with  exceptions), 
as  follows:  Between  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
Indianapolis,  IN,  serving  intermediate 
and  oB-route  points  within  15  miles  of 
St.  Louis,  MO  (except  Belleville,  IL,  and 
St.  Charles,  MO),  subject  to  restriction 
speciBed  below,  as  follows:  (1)  from  St. 
Louis  over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  junction  Alt 
U.S.  Hwy  40  (formerly  U.S.  Hwy  40), 
then  over  Alt.  U.S.  Hwy  40  via 
Hagarstown  and  Vandalia,  IL,  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  40,  then  oyer  U.S. 
Hwy  40  to  junction  unmunbered  hwy 
(formerly  U.S.  Hwy  40),  then  over 
unnumbered  hwy  via  Marshall,  IL,  to 
jimction  U.S.  Hwy  40,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  40  to  Indianapolis,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  and  (2)  from  St.  Louis 
over  U.S.  Hwy  50  to  junction  IL  Hwy  37, 
then  over  IL  Hwy  37  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  45,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  45  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  40,  then  over  route  as 
speciBed  immediately  above,  to 
Indianapolis,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  and  restricted  above  as  follows: 
Service  is  not.  authorized  with  respected 
to  any  shipment  originating  at  or 
destined  to  Belleville,  IL,  Perryville,  St. 
Charles,  St.  Clair,  and  Sullivan,  MO.  MC 
112713  (Sub-62)  authorizes,  as  pertinent 
transportation  ol  general  commodities 
(with  exceptions),  as  follows:  between 
Marshall,  MI,  and  Effingham,  IL,  serving 
no  intermediate  points  but  serving  the 
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termini  for  purpose  of  joinder  only:  from 
Marshall  over  U.S.  Hwy  27  to  Fort 
Wayne,  IN,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  24  to 
Huntington.  IN.  then  over  IN  Hwy  37  to 
Indianapolis,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to 
Effingham,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular-route 
operation.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
authorities  to  raad  as  follows:  general 
commodities  (with  exceptions),  (1) 
between  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
Indianapolis,  IN,  serving  intermediate 
and  off-route  points  within  15  miles  of 
St.  Louis,  MO  (except  Belleville,  IL,  and 
St.  Charles,  MO),  subject  to  restriction 
specified  below,  and  serving  Terre 
Haute,  IN,  as  a  point  of  joinder,  only,  as 
follows:  (a)  from  St.  Louis  over  U.S.  Hwy 
40  to  junction  Alt.  U.S.  Hwy  40  (formerly 
U.S.  Hwy  40),  then  over  Alt.  U.S.  Hwy  40 
via  Hagarstown  and  Vandalia,  IL.  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  40,  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  40  to  junction  unmunbered  hwy 
(formerly  U.S.  Hwy  40),  then  over 
unnumbered  hwy  via  Marshall,  IL,  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  40,  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  40  to  Indianapolis,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  and  (b)  from  St.  Louis 
over  U.S.  Hwy  50  to  junction  IL  Hwy  37, 
then  over  IL  Hwy  37  to  junction  U.S. 

Hwy  45.  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  45  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  40,  then  over  route  as 
specified  immediately  above,  to 
Indianapolis,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  restricted  in  (a)  and  (b)  above  as 
follows:  Service  is  not  authorized  with 
respect  to  any  shipment  originating  at  or 
destined  to  Belleville,  IL,  Perryville,  St. 
Charles,  St.  Clair,  and  Sullivan,  MO;  and 
(2)(a)  between  Marshall,  MI,  and  Terre 
Haute,  IN,  serving  no  intermediate 
points  but  serving  the  termini  for 
purpose  of  joinder  only:  from  Marshall 
over  U.S.  Hwy  27  to  Fort  Wayne,  IN, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  24,  to  Huntington, 

IN,  then  over  IN  Hwy  37  to  Indianapolis, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  Terre  Haute, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  and  (b) 
between  Terre  Haute,  IN,  and 
Effingham,  IL,  serving  no  intermediate 
points  but  serving  the  termini  for 
purpose  of  joinder  only:  from  Terre 
Haute  over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  Effingham, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  as  an 
alternate  route  in  (2)(a)  and  (2)(b)  above 
for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations. 

MC  115215  (MlF),  Notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  modify  the  certificate,  filed 
March  21, 1979.  Petitioner:  NEW  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  639,  Perry,  FL 
32347.  Representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor, 
1101  Blackstone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  FL 


32202.  Petitioner  holds  motor  common 
carrier  authority  in  MC  115215,  served 
July  2, 1975,  authorizing,  as  pertinent, 
over  irregular  routes,  the  transportation 
of  (1)  lumber,  from  Dothan,  Eufaula, 
Montgomery,  Samson,  and  Sanford,  AL. 
and  points  in  GA,  to  points  in  FL,  (2) 
lumber  and  lumber  mvducts,  from 
points  in  that  part  oi  FL  south  or  east  of 
the  eastern  boundary  of  Jefferson 
County,  FL,  to  points  in  LA,  MS,  AL- 
(except  Mobile  and  points  in  Bibb, 

Bloimt,  Cullman,  Jefferson,  St.  Clair, 
Shelby,  Talladega,  Tuscaloosa,  and 
Walker  Counties,  AL),  and  points  in  that 
part  of  SC  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  21,  (3)  poles, 
posts,  and  timbers  (a)  from  points  in  FL 
(except  Pensacola  and  points  in 
Columbia  County,  FL),  to  points  in  that 
part  of  AL  (except  Mobile  and  points  in 
Bibb,  Blount,  Cullman,  Jefrerson,  St. 

Clair,  Shelby,  Talladega,  Tuscaloosa, 
and  Walker  Counties,  AL),  and  points  in 
LA,  MS,  NC,  and  SC,  and  (b)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  AL  (except  Mobile  and 
points  in  Bibb,  Bloimt,  Cullman, 

Jefferson,  St.  Clair,  Shelby,  Talladega, 
Tuscaloosa,  and  Walker  Counties,  AL), 
and  points  in  GA,  NC,  and  SC,  to  points 
in  FL,  and  (4)  lumber  and  lumber 
products,  posts,  poles,  and  timbers,  (a) 
between  points  in  FL  (except 
Jacksonville  and  Tampa),  (b)  from 
Chiefland,  FL,  to  Jacksonville,  FL,  and 
(c)  from  points  in  FL,  to  Tampa,  FL.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
modify  its  certificate  to  read  as  follows: 
"poles,  posts,  timbers,  and  lumber,  from 
points  in  AL,  to  points  in  FL,  lumber  and 
lumber  products,  poles,  posts  and 
timbers,  from  points  in  FL,  to  points  in 
AL,  and  lumber  and  lumber  products, 
between  points  in  FL.” 

MC  125985  (M2  E),  and  MC  125985 
(Sub-4)  (M2  F),  notice  of  filing  of  petition 
to  modify  certificates,  filed  January  11, 
1979.  Petitioner:  Auto  Driveaway 
Company,  310  S.  Michigan  Avenue, 
Chicago,  IL  60604.  Representative: 

Daniel  B.  Johnson,  4304  East-West 
Highway,  Washington,  DC  20014. 
Petitioner  holds  motor  common  carrier 
certificates  No.  MC-125985  and  No.  MC- 
125985  (Sub-No.  4)  issued  October  26, 
1966  and  April  24, 1970,  respectively. 
Certificate  No.  MC-125985  authorizes 
transportation  over  irregular  routes  of 
passenger  automobiles,  and  trucks  (% 
ton  or  less)  with  the  baggage,  sporting 
equipment,  and  personal  effects  of  the 
owners  thereof,  in  secondary 
movements  in  driveaway  service, 
between  points  in  NH,  MA,  CT,  NY,  PA, 
NJ,  IN,  IL,  MI,  WI,  FL,  TX,  CO,  AZ,  CA, 
and  OR,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(including  AK,  but  excluding  HI), 


restricted  against  the  following:  (1)  the 
transportation  of  vehicles  moving  on 
United  States  Government  bills  of 
lading;  (2)  the  transportation  of  vehicles 
by  use  of  two-bars;  (3)  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having'  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  rail;  and  (4) 
the  transportation  of  motor  vehicles  for 
or  on  behalf  of  manufacturers  of  trucks 
or  automobiles  or  from  the  plant  site  of 
such  munufacturers.  Certificate  No.  MC- 
125985  (Sub-No.  4)  authorizes  the 
transportation  over  irregular  routes  of 
used  passenger  autombiles  and  used 
trucks  (%  ton  or  less),  with  or  without 
the  baggage,  sporting  equipment,  and 
personal  effects  of  the  owners  thereof, 
in  secondary  movements  in  single 
driveaway  service,  between  points  in 
the  United  States  (including  AK,  but 
excluding  points  in  AZ,  CAi  CO,  CT,  FL, 
HI,  IL,  IN,  MA,  MI,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OR,  PA, 
TX,  and  WI),  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  vehicles  moving  on 
United  States  Government  bills  of 
lading.  Said  operations  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  rail.  Said  operations  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  vehicles  for 
or  on  behalf  of  munufacturers  of  trucks 
or  automobiles  or  from  the  plant  sites  of 
manufacturers.  Petitioner  states  that  he 
now  utilizes  non-radial  operations 
between  all  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  HI)  of  the  subject  commodities. 
The  purpose  of  this  petition  is  to  delete 
the  modifier  (%  ton  or  less)  from  both 
certificates. 

No.  MC  125687  (Sub-No.  15)  (MlF), 
filed  June  6, 1979.  Petitioner.  l^STERN 
STATES  TRANSPORTA'nON  PA.,  INC., 
1060  Lafayette  Street,  York, 

Pennsylvania  17405.  Petitioner’s 
Representative:  Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite  733, 
Investment  Building,  1511  K  St.  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Petitioner  holds 
a  Certificate  in  Docket  MC-125687  (Sub. 
No.  15)  which  authorizes  transportation 
of  (1)  Malt  beverages,  from  South 
Volney,  NY  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  DC,  MD, 
MA,  ME,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  and  VT; 
and  (2)  Materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
and  distribution  of  malt  beverages,  new 
malt  beverage  containers,  and  returned 
empty  malt  beverage  containers,  from 
points  in  the  destination  states  named  in 
(1)  above  to  South  Volney,  NY, 
restricted  in  part  (2)  above  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk. 
By  this  Petition,  Petitioner  seeks  to  add 
warehouses  and  facilities  used  by  Miller 
Brewing  Company  in  Onondaga  and 
Oswego  Counties,  NY  as  additional 
origin  points  in  part  (1)  and  additional 
destination  points  in  part  (2). 
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MC 126973  CSab-3}  (MlF),  Dotice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate, 
filed  May  14, 1979;  Petitkaier.  CLEMENT 
BRESINA,  Route  1,  Chippewa  Fills,  WI 
5472ft  Representative:  James  1, 

Fleseher,  1745  University  Avenue,  St 
Paul,  MN  55104,  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  comer  certificate  in  MC- 
126973  Sub  3  issued  November  14, 1972, 
authorizing  tran^ortation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  Animal  and  poultry 
fee^  in  bulk,  and  animal  and  poultry 
feeds,  in  bags,  moving  ia  the  same 
vehicle  at  same  time  with  animal 
and  poultry  feeds,  in  bulk,  from 
Minneapolis,  MN,  to  points  in  Barron, 
Chippewa,  Clark,  Dunn,  Eau  Claire, 

Rusk  and  Taylor  Counties,  WL  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  modify  the  authority  as  follows; 

Delete  "moving  in  the  same  vehicle  at 
the  same  time  with  anunal  and  poultry 
feeds  in  bulk.” 

MC  134^  lSub-2>  (MlF)  and  (Sub-8} 
(MlF),  notice  of  filing  ci  p^itiott  to 
modify  pennit,  filed  January  11,  Wft 
Petitioner.  AMERICAN  TRANS¬ 
FREIGHT,  INC„  P.O.  Box  796,  Manville, 
NJ  08835.  Representative:  Engene  M. 
Malkin,  Suite  6193i,  5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  NY  10048.  Petftioner 
hc^ds  a  motor  contract  authority  in  MC- 
134404  (Sub  2J  issued  June  5. 1973 
authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes  of  plastic  bathtabs  and 
plastic  bath  fixtures,  from  the  plaikt»te 
of  American  Standard,  Inc.  at  Richmond; 
Ml  to  points  in  AR,  IL.  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY, 
LA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO.  NE,  ND,  OH,  OK. 
SD,  TN.  TX  WV,  WI.  that  part  o£  NY  on 
and  west  of  Interstate  Hwy  81,  and  that 
part  of  PA  on  and  west  of  US  Hwy  15, 
under  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  American  Standard,  Inc„  of  New 
Brunswick,  NJ.  MC  134404  Sub  8,  issued 
April  26, 1974,  as  pertinent,  authorizes 
the  transportation  of  plastic  plumbing 
fixtures,  from  Richmond,  MI  to  points  in 
AL.  GA,  FL.  MS.  SC,  NC  and  YA,  under 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
American  Standard,  bic.  at  New 
Brunswick,  NJ.  By  the  mstant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  above 
authority  by  adding  Richmond  Products 
Company  of  Richmond,  MI  as  an 
additional  contracting  shipper. 

MC  135185  (Sub-15  and  Sub-26j  (MlF). 
notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  modify  the 
commodity  and  territorial  description, 
filed  February  9, 1979.  Petitioner: 
COLUMBINE  CARRIERS,  INC.  P.O.  Box 
15246, 1720  East  Garry  Ave.,  Santa  Ana. 
CA  92705.  Representative:  Charlea 
KimbaU,  350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600 
Sherman  St.,  Denver,  CO  80203. 


Petitioner  bolds  motor  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  135186  Sub  15  and  Sub 
26,  aerv^  July  23, 1974  end  August  12. 
1977,  Bes|)ectlve)y,  MC  135185  Sub  15 
authorizes  the  fransportatioa  of 
cameras,  camera  outfits,  camera  cases, 
projectors,  photographic  material,  and 
self-developing  film  packs,  over 
irregutwr  routes^  from  Cambridge, 
Needham  Iteighta,  Norwood  and 
Waltham,  MA,  to.  Dallas,  TX,  under 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts  with 
Polaroid  Corporation,  of  Needham 
Heights,  MA.  MC  l35ia5  Sub  26 
authorizes  the  transportation  of 
cameras,  camera  outfits,  camera  cases, 
photographic  materials,  and  self- 
developing  film  packs,  over  irregular 
routes,  from  Cambridge,  Needham, 
Needham  Heights,  Norwood,  and 
Waltham,  MA,  to  El  Segmido  and 
Burlingame,  CA,  under  continuing 
contractCsJ  wHh  Plrfaroid  Corporation. 

By  die  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  add  (Ij  to  the  commodity  description 
in  both  authorities,  Subs  15  and  26, 
"vision  receiving  sets",  (2J  Irving,  TX  aa 
a  destmation  point  in  Sub  15,  and  (3) 
Santa  Ana,  CA  as  a  destination  point  m 
Sub  26. 

MC140945  (Sub-lJ  (Ml  F),  notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  add  contracting 
shipper,  filed  January  31, 1979. 
Petitioner:  James  W.  Crowe,  Inc.,  307 
Breiman  Rd,  Columbus,  GA  31903. 
Representative:  C  E.  Walker,  PX).  Box 
1085,  Columbus,  GA  31902.  Petitioner 
holds  contract  carrier  authority  in  MC 
140945  Sub  1,  served  July  1, 1977 
authorizing  the  transportation  over 
irregular  routes,  of  [1]  dry  fertiliser  and 
dry  fertilizer  materials,  (2)  farm  seed 
and  animal  feed,  in  containers,  and  (3] 
crop^protection  chemicals  in  mixed 
loads  with  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  materials,  between  points  in 
AL,  GA  (except  Clyo,  Metter,  and  Port 
Wentworthk  and  FL,  restricted  in  (1) 
and  (3)  above  against  the  tran^ortation 
of  commoditiea  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
under  continuing  contract(sJ  with  USS 
Agri-Chemicals  Division  at  Atlanta,  GA, 
By  the  instant  petition;  petitioner  seeks 
to  add  Kendrick  Concrete  Products 
Company,  Inc.  as  an  additional 
contracting  shipper. 

MCl40e45  (Sob-l)  (M3  F).  notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  mixlify  certificafe, 
filed  Februwy  2;  Wft.  Petitioner:  JA>^S 
VJ,  CROWE,  INC.  307  Brennan  Rd. 
Columbus,  GA  31903.  Representative:  C 
E.  Walker.  Suite  307,  aElevenlb  St,  PX>. 
Box  load.  Cohunbus,  GA  31002. 
Petitioner  holds  zantor  contract 
authority  in  MC140B45  Sub  1,  served 
February  7. 1979;  MC-14aft45  Sub  1 
authorizes  the  transportatkm  of  (1)  diy 


fertilizer  and  dry  fertilizer  materials,  (2) 
farm  seed  and  animal  feed,  in 
containers,  a^  (3)  crop-protection 
chemicals  in  mixed  loads  with  fertiTizer 
end  fertilizer  materials,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  AL,  GA 
(except  Clyo,  Metier  and  Port 
WentworthJ,  and  FL,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  imder  continuing 
contract(sl  with  USS  Agri-Chemicals 
Division  at  Atlanta,  GA  and 
International  l^nerals  Chemical 
Corporation,  of  Atlanta,  GA.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  add 
the  following  to  the  existing  permit: 
"liquid  fertilizers,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  facilities  of  USS- Agri 
Chemicals,  Division  of  United  States 
Steel  Corporation,  at  or  near  Holy 
Trinity,  AL,  to  points  in  FL  and  GA. 
under  continuing  contract (sj  with  USS 
Agri-Chemicals  Division,  of  Atlanta, 
GA.” 

MC1427QZ  (MlFJb  notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  ntodtfy  permit  fikad  May  10. 
1979.  Petitioner  NOLIA  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC,  P.O.  Box  1091,  Augusta,  GA 
30903.  Representative:  Paul  M.  Daniell, 
P.O.  Box  56387,  Atianta.  GA  30343; 
Petitioner  holds  motor  confraci  carrier 
permit  in  MC-1427Q2  issued  October  18, 
1977.  MC-142702  aothocizes 
tramsportatioii  over  irregular  routes,  of 
Bakery  products  (not  firozenX  from 
Augusta,  GA,  to  paints  in  FL  and  SC 
wi^  no  transportatian  for  caB|>ensatioQ 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized..  RESTRICTION:  The 
operations  granted  herein  are  limited  to 
a  transportatian  service  to  be 
performed,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Murray  Biscuit  Co., 
Division  of  Beatrice  Foo^  of  Augusta, 
GA.  By  the  instant  petitioB,  petitiones 
seeks  to  modify  the  anthmity  as  folkrws: 
Add  Murray  Bros.  Otstribnting  Ca,  he., 
of  Augusta,  GA  os  an  additional  shipper. 

Repubfications  of  Grants  of  Operating 
Ri^ts  Authority  fttor  to  Certification 

The  fidlowing  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  repubfished  1^ 
order  of  the  Comnissiaa  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Anorrginat  and  one  copy  of  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  proceeding 
must  be  filed  widi  the  Commission 
witiiin  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Regtster  aolke.  Soch  pleading 
shall  comply  widi  Special  Rule  247|e)  of 
the  Commisaian's  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  11QQl247)  addressiiig 
specifically  tiu  iasaefs)  iiiidicated  as  the 
pinpoae  repabheatiaa,  and  hdadnig 


36560 


Federal  -Register  /  Vol.  44.  No.  122  /  Friday.  June  22.  1979  /  Notices 


copies  of  intervenor’s  conflicting 
authorities  and  a  concise  statement  of 
intervenor’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  prejudiced  by  lack 
of  notice  of  the  authority  granted.  A 
copy  of  the  pleading  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s 
representative,  or  carrier  if  no 
representative  is  named. 

MC 19311  (Sub-43F)  (Republication), 
filed  April  3, 1978,  previously  noticed  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  29, 

1978.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  34200  Mound  Road, 
Sterling  Heights,  MI  48077. 

Representative:  Elmer  J.  Maue,  34200 
Mound  Road,  Sterling  Heights,  MI  48077. 
A  Decision  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  number  1,  decided  March  30, 1979, 
and  served  April  6, 1979,  Ends  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by 
applicant,  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
foreign  commerce  only,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  expanded  plastic 
products  (except  in  bulk)  from  Detroit 
and  Port  Huron,  MI,  and  Buffalo,  NY,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 

Missouri,  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin,  those  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  219,  and  those 
points  in  New  York  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Hwy  219  to  its  junction  ivi& 
NY  Hwy  78,  then  along  NY  Hwy  78  to 
Lake  Ontario.  Applicant  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  the  granted 
service  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle,  IV, 

U.S.  Code,  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  applicant’s 
actual  grant  of  authority. 

MC  94201  (Sub-159F)  (Republication), 
filed  March  13, 1978,  previously  noticed 
in  the  Federal  Register  issues  of  May  4, 

1978,  and  January  2, 1979.  Applicant: 
BOWMAN  TRANSPORTATION  INC., 
P.O.  Box  17744,  Atlanta,  GA  30316. 
Representative:  Maurice  F.  Bishop,  601- 
09  Frank  Nelson  Building,  Birmingham, 
AL  35203.  A  Decision  of  the 
Commission,  Division  1,  Acting  as 
Appellate  Division,  decided  March  15, 

1979,  and  served  March  28, 1979,  ffnds 
on  reconsideration,  that  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
require  operation  by  applicant,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Battery 
boxes,  battery  covers,  and  battery  vents, 
(1)  from  the  facilities  of  The  Richardson 


Company,  at  or  near  Philadelphia,  MS, 
to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  LA,  NC,  SC, 
’TN,  and  TX,  and  (2)  from  Indianapolis, 

IN,  to  the  facilities  of  The  Richardson 
Company,  at  or  near  Philadelphia,  MS, 
restricted  in  (1)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  and  restricted  in  (2)  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  destined  to 
the  indicated  destination.  Applicant  is 
Bt,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
this  service  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 

U.S.  Code  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  the 
additional  grant  of  authority  in  (2) 
above. 

MC  13900  (Sub-18F),  (Republication), 
filed  November  23, 1973,  previously 
noticed  in  the  Federal  Register  issues  of 
January  17, 1974,  December  14, 1978,  and 
January  25, 1979.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
HAULERS,  INC.,  228  Superior  Street, 
Toledo,  Ohio  43604.  Representative: 
Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118  North  St 
Asaph  St.,  Alexandria,  VA  22314.  A 
Decision  of  the  Commission,  decided 
March  9, 1979,  and  served  March  23, 

1979,  Ends  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
require  operation  by  applicant  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  articles  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  deffned  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Cincinnati,  OH,  Minneapolis 
and  St.  Paul,  MN,  Milwaukee,  WI, 
Chicago,  IL,  St.  Louis,  MO,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Memphis,  TN, 
New  Orleans,  LA,  Dallas,  Fort  Worth, 
San  Antonio,  and  Houston,  ’TX,  Kansas 
City,  MO,  Phoenix  and  Tucson,  AZ,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT,  Reno  and  Las  Vegas,  NV, 
Fresno,  Oakland,  Los  Angeles,  San 
Francisco,  Sacramento,  San  Diego,  San 
Jose,  and  Santa  Fe  Springs,  CA, 

Portland,  OR,  and  Seattle,  Spokane,  and 
Tacoma,  WA,  Restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  when  moving  on 
the  bills  of  lading  of  freight  forwarders 
as  defined  in  section  402(a)(5)  of  the  act 
Applicant  is  permitted  to  tack  the 
auffiority  granted  herein  with  its  existing 
motor  common  carrier  authority  at 
Cincinnati,  OH,  Minneapolis  and  St. 
Paul,  MN,  Milwaukee,  V\ff,  Chicago,  IL, 
and  St.  Louis,  MO,  to  serve  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  Kentucky, 

Pennsylvania,  New  York, 

Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  Maryland, 


Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Applicant  is  fft,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  granted  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  U.S.  Code  and  the 
Commission’s  regiilations.  'The  purpose 
for  republication  is  to  indicate  Houston, 
TX,  as  a  base  point  in  lieu  of  a  radial 
point 

MC  106373  (Sub-36F),  (Republication), 
filed  July  17, 1978,  published  in  the 
Federal  Re^ster  issue  of  September  12, 
1978,  and  republished  this  issue. 
AppUcant:  THE  SERVICE  TRANSPORT 
CO.,  a  corporation,  114  V2  East  Main 
Street  Ravenna,  OH  44310. 
Representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
3426  North  Washington  Boulevard,  P.O. 
Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210.  A 
Decision  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  No.  2,  decided  April  5, 1979,  and 
served  April  25, 1979,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operations  by 
applicant  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
between  Steubenville,  OH,  and  Weirton, 
WV,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Florida,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  from 
points  in  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Florida,  to 
Steubenville,  OH  and  Weirton,  WV;  that 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  such  service  and  to 
coifform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
modify  the  territorial  description. 

MC  106398  (Sub-812F), 

(Republication),  filed  June  23, 1978, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  August  1, 1978,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  TRAILER 
CONVOY,  INC.,  525  South  Main,  Tulsa, 
OK  74103.  Representative:  Irvin  ’Tull 
(same  address  as  applicant).  A  Decision 
of  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  3,  decided  April  11, 1979  and  < 
served  May  16, 1979,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operations  by 
applicant  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in 
the  transportation  of  van  conversions 
and  pickup  trucks,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  the  facilities  of  Gladiator,  Inc.,  at 
Jacksonville,  FL,  to  points  in  AL,  A^ 
GA,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  and  'TN,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
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originating  at  the  indicated  facilities^ 
that  the  applicant  is  6t,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  such  service  and  to 
conJEorm  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulation.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
modify  the  commodity  description  and 
add  a  restriction. 

MC  1K1420  tSob-77lF); 

(Repttbiicatioit).  filed  Ai^ust  8. 1977„ 
previously  notieed  in  the  Federdi 
Renter  issue  of  September  15, 1977. 
Applicairtr  QUALITY  CAHRERSs  INC. 
P.O.  Box  186,  Pleasant  Prairie,  Wls. 

53158.  Representative:  )afan  R.,Sims,  Jr.« 
915  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 13tb  Street 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004  A 
Dedskn  of  the  Comiaisston,  Ehvisioa  1, 
deckled  March  16, 19C79^  and  served 
March  29^  1979,  finds  on  ceconsklefation, 
that  the  present  and  futuare  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require 
operation  by  applicant,  m  interstate  or 
forei^  commerce,  as  a  coastmon  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting  :  [1]  Chemicals,  (except 
liquefied  natmal  gas],  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Brocdcheld,  Wl,  and  North 
Baltimore,  OH,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Illinois.  Indiana,  lawa, 

Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  K^higan  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin;  and 
(2)  materials  and  supphes  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  compounding  of 
chemicals  (except  liquefied  nabiral  gas], 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
the  destination  States  named  in  part  (IJ 
to  the  facilities  of  Plast-O-Meric,  Inc,  at 
or  near  Brookfield,  WI  and  North 
Baltimore,  OTl,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  traffic  from  points  in 
the  St.  Louis,  MO-East  St.  Louis,  IL 
commercial  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  to  Brookfield,  WI,  and 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  points  in  those  States  and 
destined  to  Hie  described  facilities  of 
Plast-O-Meric,  Inc.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  the  addition 
of  AR  and  OK  as  destination  States  m 
Part  (1)  and  as  origin  States  in  part  (?)  of 
the  territorial  description. 

MC  123989  (Sub-4F)  (Rcpublication), 
filed  March  14, 1977,  previously  noticed 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  28t, 

1977.  i^plicant:  MANDUS  B.  Ctt^SON, 
12589  Hanson  Boulevard,  N.W..  Anoka. 
MN  58303.  Representative:  fames  E. 
Ballenthin,  830  Osborn  Buihfing,  St.  Paul, 
MN  55102.  A  Decision  of  Hie 
Commission,  Division  2,  decided  Mardi 
12, 1S79>  and  served  March  26, 1979, 
finds  on  reconsideration,  Hiat  the 


present  and  future  public  convenicence 
and  necessity  require  operation  by 
applicant,  ui  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  uregular  routes, 
transporting  Automobile  and  truck 
parts,  from  Chicago,  Batavia,  and 
Bedford  Park,  IL,  to  points  in  MN,  ND, 
and  Wl  for  a  periodpf  3  years  from  the 
date  of  issuance  of  this  certificate.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
include  Batavia,  IL  as  an  origin  not 
noted  in  the  previous  publication. 

MC  124170  (Sdb-97FJ:  (RepublleationV 
filed  July  IL  1978,  previoasly  noticed  in 
the  Feder^  Rsgjater  issue  of  September 
7, 197&  ^Ikant:  FROSTWAYS,  INC, 
3000  Chrysler  Service  Drive,  Detroit,  Ml 
48207.  Etepresentative.  William  J.  Boyd, 
6000  Enterprise  IMve,  Suite  22?  Oak 
Brook,  IL  60521.  By  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  Number  3,  decided  March 
2, 1979,  aDBid  served  March  28, 1979^  finds 
that  the  present  and  future  public 
conveoieBce  aaed  necessity  requdre 
operatkm  by  applicant,  as  a  commoit 
carrieri,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  bananas,  and  (2) 
agricultural  commodities  otherwise 
exempt  pom  economic,  regulation  under 
49  U.S.C.  i  I0526CaJ(iej,  when 
transported  in  mixed  loads  with 
bananas,  from  Tampa,  FL,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Iowa, 
Illinois,  frufiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland.  Michigan,  bfinnesota, 
Mississippi.  North  Carolmar  North 
Dakota,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  Wisconsin, 
and  West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  req;uiremeiits  of 
Tide  49,  Subtitle  IV,  U.S.  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  requlationa,  'The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  add  Tennessee 
as  a  destination  state. 

MC  124211  (Sttb-322F)  (Etepoblicxtioo}, 
filed  April  1(K  W8,  peeyioasly  noticed  in 
the  Federal  Repster  issue  of  July  27, 

1978.  AppUcank  HILT  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Bmi  gee,  D.T.S.,  Oniahz,  N£ 
68101.  Repreaeutative:  THOMAS  L 
HILT,  P.a  Box  968^  D.T.S.,  Omaha,  NE 
68101.  A  Decision  of  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  Number?  decided  April 
5, 1979i  axid  served  May  ?  1979, 
that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require 
operation  by  q;q)licant,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  conunerce,  as.  a  coznsma  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  uregular  routes, 
transporting  fierhicides,  insecticides, 
fertilizer,  vermiculite,  and  icemeitiag 
compounds  (except  commodities  ra 


bulk],  from  Kenosha  and  Union  Grove, 

WI,  to  poihfs  m  the  Uhited  States, 

(except  Wlsconisn,  Alaska,  and 
Hawaiil.  AppRcant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  &btitle  IV,  U.S.  Code,  and  the 
Commission’'  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
this  repbufication  is  to  add  icemelting 
compounds  to  the  commodity 
description. 

MC  136478  (Subr49FJ  (R^publicatioB], 
filed  June  13t.  197R  published  in  Hie 
Federal  Register  issae  of  August  1(X 

1978,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant  TRANSPORT  WEST.  INC., 

P.O.  Box  2015,  E««ene,  OR  97401. 
Representative:  ftek  1.  Gayah,  555 
Benjanam  FrankHa  Plaza,  Oat 
Southwest  Cohimfaia,  PortkukL  OR 
97258i  A  Decision  of  the  Commission. 
Review  Board  No.  3,  decided  May  11, 

1979,  and  served  June  1, 1979,  finds  that 

the  present  and  fkture  public  , 

convenience  and  necessity  require 
operatkuaA  by  applicant  m  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  as  a  contract  comer, 
by  motor  vehicle,  o^er  irregular  routes, 
transpoating  hmiber  and  hiimher  mill 
products,  from  points  in  Clark,  Cowlitz, 
Lewis,  King,  Snohomish,  Thurston, 
Kfickitat,  and  Mason  Counties,  WA  and 
Douglas,  Josephine,  Polk,  Marion,  Linn, 
Benton,  Multnomah,  Clackamas,  Laoe, 
Jackson  and  Yamhill  Counties,  OR,  to 
points  in  Boulder.  Douglas,  Adams, 
Arapahoe,  Jefierson,  El  Paso,  Denver, 
Pueblo,  and  Laruner  Counties,  CO, 
Santa  Clara,  San  Mateo,  Alameda, 

Contra  Costa,  San.  Francisco,  Kem, 
Fresno,  Merced,  Sacramento.  San 
Joaquin,  StanislaMS,.  Monterey,  Orange, 
Santa  Cruz,  Ventura,  Tulaxe,  San  Diego, 
Solano,  Nsqia,  Soaome,  Marion,  San 
Bernardino  and  Los  Angeles  Counties, 

C  A.  and  Mariopa,  Pima  and  Coconino 
Countiesi,  AZ,  under  coatinunig 
contract(s]  with  Strong  Tin  Structures,  of 
Eugene,  and  Fremont  Forest 
Products,  of  Eugene,  OR,  wUl  be 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy.  The 
purpose  of  this  r^mUketkm  is  to 
modity  its  shippers^  support 
MC  138488  iSnb-dF)  (ami 
RepidsliGatiank  filed  ^gust  29, 1977, 
published  in  Federal  Register  issue 
of  October  2(k  1977;  rcpi^iiished 
December  2?  1977  aan)  January  12. 1978, 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applkant: 
BI-COUNTY  ’TRUCKING.  INC.,  Route  1, 
Box  21(L  Warden,  WA  96857. 
Representative:  Chm-les  C  Flower,  303 
East  D  Street,  Seitc  ?  Yddma,  WA 
98901,  An  Order  of  the  Commission, 
Division  1,  deceded  May  21, 1979;  and 
served  June  L  1979v.  finds  t^t  the 
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present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operations  by 
applicant  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in 
the  transportation  of  (1)  liquid  and  dry 
fertilizer,  (a)  between  points  in  Adams, 
Benton,  Franklin,  Grant  and  Yakima 
Counties,  WA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Morrow  and 
Umatilla  Counties,  OR,  and  (b)  from 
points  in  Whitman  County.  WA,  to 
points  in  Benewah,  Latah,  and  Lewis 
Counties,  ID:  and  (2)  liquid  feed 
supplement,  from  points  in  Grant 
County,  WA,  to  points  in  Missoula, 

Ravalli  and  Teton  Cmmties,  MT,  that 
applicant  is  Bt,  willing  and  dble  properly 
to  perform  such  service  and  to  conform 
to  the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  the  Commission's  • 
rules. 

MC 144471F  (Republication),  filed 
March  13, 1978,  previously  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  27, 1978. 
Applicant:  CLAUSEN  BUS  SERVICE, 

INC.,  25  Surrey  Lane,  Valley  Stream, 

NY.  Representative:  Thomas  D.  Morath, 
575  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  NY 
10022.  A  Decision  of  the  Commission, 
Division  1,  Acting  as  Appellate  Division, 
decided  March  12, 1979,  and  served 
March  26, 1979,  finds  on  reconsideration, 
that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require 
operation  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their 
baggage  in  the  same  vehide  with 
passengers,  in  round-trip  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Nassau  and  Suffolk  Counties,  ' 
NY,  and  extending  to  points  in  Maine. 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 

Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  Maryland;  Virginia,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Delaware, 
Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Indiana, 
Illinois,  Michigan,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  the  granted 
service  and  to  conform  to  statutory  and 
administrative  requirements.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  the 
addition  of  Michigan  as  a  state  in 
applicant’s  territorial  description. 

MC  144500  (Sub-lF)  (Republication), 
filed  March  24, 1978,  previously  noticed 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  25, 
1978.  Applicant  WALSH  TRUCKING 
CO..  INC.,  311  Seventeenth  Street,  Jersey 
City.  NJ  07307.  Representative:  Jack 
Schiller.  One  Lefrak  City  Plaza, 


Flushing,  NY  11368.  A  Decision  by  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  Number  3, 
decided  December  28, 1978,  and  served 
February  16, 1979,  finds  that  operation 
by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  contract  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  in  the  operation  of  retail 
department  stores,  between  the  facilities 
of  Abraham  &  Strauss  at  Brooklyn. 
Smithtown,  White  Plains  and  Carle 
Place.  NY,  and  Paramus,  Secaucus, 
Woodbridge,  and  Eatontown,  NJ,  vmder 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Abraham  and  Strauss,  a  division  of 
Federated  Department  Stores,  Inc.,  of 
Brooklyn,  NY,  will  be  consistent  with 
the  public  interest  and  the  national 
transportation  policy.  Applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  the 
granted  service  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Subtitle  IV  of  Title  49, 
U.S.  Code  (formerly  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act).  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  the  addition 
of  the  shipper's  facility  in  Secaucus,  NJ. 

MC  144521F  (Republication),  filed 
March  27, 1978,  previously  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  June  1, 1978. 
Applicant:  EVERETT  S.  JOHNSON, 
d.b.a.  J.  H.  MOTORS.  4540  State 
Avenue,  Billings,  MT  59103. 
Representative:  Gary  L.  Beiswanger, 

P.O.  Box  20562,  Billings,  MT  59104.  By 
the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  decided  January  24. 1979,  and  served 
February  16, 1979,  finds  that  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  operation  by  applicant, 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Disabled 
motor.vehicles  and  replacement  motor 
vehicles,  in  secondary  movements,  by 
use  of  wrecker  equipment  only,  between 
points  in  Colorado,  Idaho.  Montana. 
Nevada,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming.  Applicant  is 
fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 

U.S.  Code,  and  the  Commission's 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  add  replacement 
motor  vehicles  to  the  commodities. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Carrier 
and  Freight  Forwarder  Operating  Rights 
Applications 

The  following  applications  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 


after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  to  seasonably  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the 
proceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  Section  247(e)(3)  of 
the  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  (including  a  copy  of  the 
specific  portions  of  its  authority  which 
protestant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and 
describing  in  detail  the  method — 
whether  by  joinder,  interline,  or  other 
means — ^by  which  protestant  would  use 
a  such  authority  to  provide  all  or  part  of 
the  service  proposed),  and  shall  specify 
with  particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include 
issues  or  allegations  phrased  generally. 
Protests  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may 
be  rejected. 

MC  57591  (Sub-19F)  (Correction),  filed 
April  4, 1978,  previously  noticed  in  the 
FR  issues  of  Jime  29. 1978  and  May  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  EVANS  DELIVERY 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  268, 
Pottsville,  PA  17901.  Representative: 
Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  S.  Main  Street, 
Taylor,  PA  18517.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  household  goods,  bulk 
commodities,  class  A  and  B  explosives, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Philadelphia,  PA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  York, 
Williamsport  and  Scranton,  PA.  NOTE: 
In  addition  to  local  hauls  within  the 
scope  of  this  application  it  is  the 
applicant’s  intent  to  handle  shipments  in 
interchange  traffic  at  Philadelphia  and 
points  within  the  Philadelphia 
Commercial  Zone  having  an  origin  or 
destination  at  points  beyond  the 
Philadelphia  Commercial  Zone.  - 
including  shipment  between 
Metropolitan  New  York  and  Northern 
New  Jersey  Areas,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  York,  Williamsport  and 
Scranton,  PA  by  an  arrangement  with  a 
conunonly  controlled  carrier.  Century 
Express  Ltd.  Common  control  may  be 
involved.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  indicate  the  correction  of  the  note. 

MC  109533  (Sub-105F).  filed:  October 
23, 1978.  Original  publication  date: 
December  14, 1978,  Fed.  Reg.  Vol.  43,  No. 
241,  p.  58442.  Applicant  Overnight 
Transportation  Company,  a  corporation, 
1000  Senunes  Avenue,  Richmond, 
Virginia  23224.  Applicant’s 
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representative:  E.  T.  Liipfert,  Suite  1000, 
1660  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  The  purpose  of  this  publication  is 
to  indicate  that  applicant  intends  to  tack 
die  authority  sought  in  MC-109633  (Sub- 
No.  105F]  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  December  14, 1978 
(Vol.  43,  p.  58442)  with  regular  and 
irregular  routes  which  applicant  is  or 
may  be  authorized  to  serve.  (Hearing 
information:  Assigned  for  hearing 
October  23, 1979  (9  days)  at  (9:30  a.m. 
local  time  at  Atlanta.  GA,  before  an 
administrative  law  judge  in  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated.) 

MC  109533  (Sub-106F),  filed:  October 
27, 1978.  Original  publication  date: 
December  21, 1978,  Fed.  Reg.  Vol.  43,  No. 
246,  p.  59599.  Applicant:  OVERNIGHT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  1000  Semmes  Avenue, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23224.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  T.  Liipfert,  Suite  1000, 
1660  L  Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  The  purpose  of  this  publication  is 
to  indicate  that  applicant  intends  to  tack 
the  authority  sought  in  MC-109533  (Sub- 
No.  106F)  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  December  21, 1978 
(Vol.  43,  p.  59599)  with  regular  and 
irregular  routes  which  applicant  is  or 
may  be  authorized  to  serve.  (Hearing 
information:  Assigned  for  hearing 
September  11, 1979  (9  days)  at  9:30  a.m. 
local  time  at  St.  Louis,  MO,  before  an 
administrative  law  judge,  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated.) 

Finance  Applications 

The  following  applications  seek 
approval  to  consolidate,  purchase, 
merge,  lease  operating  rights  and 
properties,  or  acquire  control  through 
ownership  of  stock,  of  rail  carriers  or 
motor  carriers  pursuant  to  Section  11343 
(formerly  Section  5(2))  or  11349 
(formerly  Section  210a(b))  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
against  the  granting  of  the  requested 
authority  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 

Such  protest  shall  comply  with  Special 
Rules  240(c)  or  240(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  1100.240)  and  shall  include  a 
concise  statement  of  protestant’s 
interest  in  the  proceeding.  A  copy  of  the 
protest  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or 
applicant,  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  approval  of 
its  application  will  not  significantly 
a:^ect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  nor  involve  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  197J5. 


Motor  Carrier  Board  Trensfer 
PFOoeedBngs 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  wator  carrier,  broker,  and 
freight  forwarder  transfer  applications 
fried  under  Section  212(b).  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifrcally  noted)  contains  a  statement 
by  applicants  that  there  will  be  no 
signifrcant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  the  application. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the 
application,  which  may  include  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  July  23, 1979. 
Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition 
and  participation  in  the  proceeding.  A 
protest  must  be  served  upon  applicant’s 
representative(s),  or  applicants  (if  no 
such  representative  is  named),  and  the 
protestant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  signed 
original  and  six  copies  of  the  protest 
shall  be  fried  with  the  Commission.  All 
protests  must  specify  with  particularity 
the  factual  basis,  and  the  section  of  the 
Act,  or  the  applicable  rule  governing  the 
proposed  transfer  which  protestant 
believes  would  preclude  approval  of  the 
application.  If  the  protest  contains  a 
request  for  oral  hearing,  the  request 
shall  be  supported  by  an  explanation  as 
to  why  the  evidence  sought  to  be 
presented  cannot  reasonably  be 
submitted  throgh  the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  persons  on 
notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

MC-FC-78094  filed  April  11. 1979. 
Transferee:  Danco  Interstate  Carriers, 
Inc.,  PO  Box  297,  Huntington  Station,  NY 
11746.  Transferor:  Cheyenne  Truck 
Leasing  Inc.,  6500  Jericho  Turnpike, 
Commack,  NY  11725.  Authority  sought 
to  transfer  the  operating  rights  of 
transferor  in  Certificates  MC  142047 
Subs  2,  3,  and  4  and  in  Permits  MC 
142351  and  Subs  4  and  5.  MC  142047  Sub 
2:  Paint  thinner  and  ingredients  thereof 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Globe  Solvent,  Inc.,  at  Philadelphia,  PA, 
to  points  in  MO,  VA,  IL,  OH,  and  LA, 
and  to  Memphis,  TN.  MC  142047  Sub  3: 
fertilizer,  fertilizer  materials,  fertilizer 
ingredients,  and  plant  growth  media 
(except  in  bulk),  and  pesticides  in  mixed 
shipments  with  fertilizer  and  plant 
growth  media  (except  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Famco,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Medina,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  IL,  IN,  lA. 


KS.  ME.  MD.  MA.  KO.  MO.  ME,  NJ.  NY. 
PA.  RL  and  SD;  betweM  the  fadlities  of 
the  Andersons,  at  or  near  Maumee,  OH, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  oa  the  other, 
points  in  CT,  DE,  lA,  KS,  ME,  MD,  MA. 
MO.  NE.  NJ,  NY.  PA.  RL  and  SD;  and 
between  the  facilities  oi  nant  Products, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Blue  Point  NY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
CT,  DE.  FL.  GA,  IL,  IN.  KY,  MD.  MA,  NJ. 
NY.  OH.  PA,  RI.  VA.  and  WV.  MC 
142047  Sub  4:  electrical  cable  and  wire, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation  of  electric  cable  and  vrire, 
from  the  facilities  of  Steel  Flex  Electric 
Corp.,  at  Lindenhurst  NY,  to  points  in 
DL,  MD,  OH,  and  SC.  MC  142351:  non¬ 
alcoholic  beverages,  from  the  facilities 
of  White  Rock  Beverage,  Inc.,  at 
Roxbury,  MA,  College  Point,  NY.  and 
Baltimore,  MD,  to  points  in  CA,  CT.  FL, 
GA,  MD.  MA.  MI,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA. 
RI,  SC,  TX,  VA,  WA,  and  WY.  under 
contract  with  White  Rock  Beverage,  Inc. 
MC  142351  Sub  4:  artificial  Christmas 
trees,  decorations,  ornaments,  and 
Christmas  lights  in  boxes,  from 
Hicksville,  NY,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  FL, 

PA.  NC,  Oy,  ME,  MI,  NJ,  VA,  GA.  SC, 
CT,  WV,  MD,  and  DE,  imder  contract 
with  Liberty  Bell  Christmas.  Inc.  In 
addition,  applicants  request  transfer  of 
the  operating  authority  approved  in  MC 
142047  Sub  5  by  order  of  November  17, 
1977,  but  not  yet  certificated.  That 
authority  is  for  the  transportation  of 
rags  and  wiping  cloths,  from  the 
facilities  of  Mt.  Vernon  Wiping  Cloth, 
Inc.,  in  Bronx  County,  NY,  to  points  in 
CA.  DE,  GA,  MD.  NJ,  NC,  OH.  SD.  and 
VA.  Transferee  is  not  a  carrier. 
Temporary  authority  is  also  sought. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Piken,  One 
Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushing,  NY  11368. 

MC-FC  78097,  filed  March  29. 1979. 
Transferee:  AERO-TRON  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  168,  Folcroft,  PA  19032. 
Transferor.  P.  F.  MCDADE  AND  SON. 
INC.,  485  Wigard  St,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19128.  Representative:  Carl  Cohen 
(Same  address  as  Transferee).  Authority 
sought  by  transferee  to  purchase  a 
portion  of  transferor’s  rights  in 
Certificates  MC  17356  and  MC  17355 
Sub,  4,  issued  November  24, 1972,  and 
January  7, 1977,  authorizing  water 
heaters,  from  Philadelphia,  PA,  to  points 
in  NJ,  DE,  MD,  and  DC,  and  points  in 
New  York  within  25  miles  of  the  Holland 
Tunnel;  imcrated  new  household  and 
office  furniture,  household  furnishings 
and  household  appliances,  from 
Philadelphia,  PA,  to  points  in  NJ  and  DE, 
within  40  miles  of  Philadelphia;  and 
household  appliances,  from 
Philadelphia,  PA,  to  Wilmington,  DE, 
and  points  in  that  part  of  NJ  on  and 
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south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Trenton  and 
extending  along  unnumbered  highway  to 
Whitehorse,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  524  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Hi^way  539  to  Allentown,  thence 
southeastedy  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  539  to  Tndkerton,  and  thence 
along  unnumbered  hi^way  to  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.  Transferee  holds  no 
authority  from  die  CommissioiL 
Temporary  lease  authority  has  not  been 
soug^. 

MC-FC  78099.  Tiled  April  12. 1979. 
Transferee:  WILLEY'S  EXPRESS.  INC.. 

28  Center  Street  Laconia.  NH  03246. 
Transferor:  F.S.  WILLEY  COMPANY. 
INC..  d.b.a.  WILLEY’S  EXPRESS.  28 
Center  Street  Laconia,  NH  03246. 
Representative:  Frank  J.  Weiner,  15 
Court  Square,  Boston,  MA  02106. 
Authority  sought  for  transfer  by 
transferee  of  Ae  operating  rights  of 
transferor  as  set  forth  in  Certificate  MC- 
6741,  MC-6741  (Sub  6)  and  MC-6741 
(Sub  8)  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
(A)  General  commodities,  with  usual 
exceptions,  (1)  over  regular  routes  (a) 
between  Boston,  MA  and  Haverhill,  MA 
and  Gilman,  VT,  (b)  between  Lebanon. 
NH  and  White  River  Junction,  VT, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and 
specified  off-route  points;  and  (c) 
serving  specific  points  in  MA  as  off- 
route  points  to  carrier’s  r^ular  route 
operations  subject  to  restrictions;  (2) 
over  irregular  routes,  between  points  in 
MA;  (B)  Households  goods,  over 
irregular  routes,  between  Laconia,  NH 
on  ^e  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  ME.  VT,  MA.  RI.  CT,  NY.  NJ. 
PA.  and  DE;  and  (C)  Box  shook,  over 
irregular  routes,  between  Lakeport  and 
Meredith,  NH  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  a  defined  area  of 
MA.  Transferee  presently  holds  no 
authority  from  this  Commission. 
Transferee  is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary 
of  transferor.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
Section  210a(b)  (49  U.S.C  11439). 

MC-FC  78100,  filed  April  12, 1979. 
Transferee:  CAMIE  ALEXANDER,  11 
Norwood  Ave.,  Glen  Rock,  NJ. 
Transferor  ENGLEWOOD  BUS 
TRANSPORTA’nON  CO.,  INC.,  84 
Ward  St,  Paterson,  NJ  07505. 
Representative:  Ronald  I.  Shapss,  450 
Seventh  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10001. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  &e  operating  rights  of 
transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Certificate 
MC-74449.  issued  October  26, 1942,  as 
follows:  Passengers  and  their  baggage, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  in  the 
territory  indicated,  in  barter  service, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  points  in 
Hudson  and  Bergen  Counties,  NJ,  to 


points  in  NJ  and  NY,  and  return. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commissicm.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  49  U.S,a  11349. 

MC-FC  78105.  filed  April  20, 1979. 
Transferee:  BURRIS  TRUCKING.  INC. 
695  Westview  Dr.,  Winston-Salem,  NC 
27103.  Transferor.  THE  OISHER 
COMPANY,  a  Gmporation.  P.O.  Box 
12687,  Winston-Salem.  NC  27107. 
Representative:  Stuart  R.  Childs.  One 
NCNB  Plaza — Suite  3440,  Charlotte,  NC 
28280.  Authority  sou^t  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  the  operating  rights  of 
transferor,  as  set  fordi  in  Certificate 
MC-9710,  issued  May  17. 1968,  as 
follows:  Sodium  products,  in  drums, 
from  Saltville,  VA.  to  WinstonTSalem, 

NC  and  points  in  NC  within  SO  miles  of 
Winston-Salem;  unpixxessed 
agricultural  commodities,  from  Norfolk, 
VA  and  points  within  40  miles  of 
Norfolk,  to  Winston-Salem,  NC  and 
points  in  NC  within  50  miles  of  Winston- 
Salem;  unmanufactured  tobacco,  from 
Martinsville,  VA,  to  Winston-Salem,  NC; 
paper  boxes  and  wooden  boxes,  from 
Winston-Salem,  NC,  to  points  in  SC,  VA 
(except  those  points  in  VA  which  are 
locat^  on  routes  extending  along  (1) 

U.S.  Highway  29  from  the  NC-VA  State 
line  to  DanvUle,  VA,  then  along  U.S. 

Hwy  360  to  junction  VA  Hwy  47.  then 
along  VA  Hwy  47  to  Bamesville,  then 
return  along  VA  Hwy  47  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  360,  then  alrnig  U.S.  Hwy  360  to 
Richmond,  VA,  and  then  along  U.S.  Hwy 
1  through  Fredericksburg  to  the  VA-DC 
line,  and  (2)  U.S.  Hwy  15  from  the  NG- 
VA  State  line  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  56, 
then  along  U.S.  Hwy  59  through  Antlers. 
Cochran,  and  Alberta  to  junction  U:S. 
Hw^  1,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  1  to 
Richmond,  including  the  points  named], 
and  points  in  TN  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Hwy  129  from  the  ’FN-NC  State  line  to 
Knoxville,  TN  and  U.S.  Hwy  llW  from 
Knoxville  to  the  TN-VA  State  line; 
cottonseed  meal,  from  points  in 
Darlington,  Kershaw,  and  Lee  Coimties, 
SC,  to  Winston-Salem,  NC  and  points  in 
NC  within  50  miles  of  Winston-Salem; 
Glass  bottles  and  glass  jars,  bom 
Laurens,  SC  to  points  in  NC  and 
Danville.  VA;  and  refused  or  rejected 
shipments  of  the  above-specified 
commodities  from  the  above-specified 
destination  points  to  the  above-specified 
origin  points.  Transferee  presently  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  49  U.S.C. 

§  11349. 

MC-FC  78106,  filed  April  20. 1979. 
Transferee;  ELDRED  'TRUCKING,  INC., 
R.D.  No.  2,  Eldred,  PA  16731.  'FraMferon 


DONALD  W.  CHERRY.  Tipton,  PA 
16684.  Representative:  Arthur  J.  Dtskin, 
806  Frick  Bldg..  Ktt^nirgh.  PA  15219. 
Authority  souj^t  by  transferee  to 
purchase  the  operating  rights  of 
transferor  in  Certificate  No.  MC 12445L 
issued  January  14, 1963,  as  cmrected, 
authorizing  such  bulk  commodities  as 
are  transported  in  dump  trucks,  between 
points  in  Cattaraugus  County,  NY,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  die  other,  points 
in  McKean  and  Potter  Counties,  PA. 
Transferee  holds  no  authority  from  the 
Commission.  Applicants  intend  to  file  a 
temporary  authority  application. 

MC-FC  78109,  filed  April  24, 1979. 
Transferee;  B.  Z.  ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  - 
6951  Hannegan  Rd.,  Lsmden,  WA  98264. 
Transferor  BOB  ZWEEGMAN  d.b.a.  BZ 
ENTERPRISES,  6951  Hannegan  Rd., 
Lynden,  WA  98264.  Representative: 
Dermy  Van  Ry,  6951  Hannegan  Rd., 
Lynden,  WA  98264.  Authority  sought  for 
the  purchase  by  transferee  of  the 
operating  rights  of  transferor  as  set  forth 
in  Certificate  No.  MC-143666,  issued 
February  13, 1979,  as  follows:  Clay  and 
brick,  between  Everett,  WA  and  the  port 
of  entry  on  the  international  boimdary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  at  or  near  Siunas,  WA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
CA,  MT,  NV,  and  UT;  between  Everett, 
WA  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  ID  and  OR;  brick,  (except  clay 
products],  between  the  port  of  entry  on 
the  international  boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  at  or  near 
Sumas,  WA.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  ID,  OR  and  WA  and 
rock  and  stone,  from  points  in  CA,  ID, 
MT,  NV,  OR,  UT,  and  WA  to  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary 
lines  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  at  or  near  Blaine,  Lynden,  and 
Sumas,  WA;  subject  to  certain 
restrictions.  Transferee  presently  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  49  U.S.C. 
11349. 

MC-FC  78110,  filed  May  2, 1979. 
Transferee:  DEALE  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  INC.  854 — 8th  St.,  Secaucus, 

NJ  07094.  Transferor  TOSE,  INC.,  424 
West  Fourth  St.,  Bridgeport,  PA  19045. 
Representative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  1307 
Dolley  Madison  Blvd.,  McLean,  Va 
22101.  Authority  sought  by  Tose,  Inc. 
(operator  in  part  of  Retail  Delivery 
Service,  Inc.,  a  bankrupt],  to  transfer  to 
transferee  a  portion  of  Certificate  No. 
MC-135394  Sub  2,  issued  March  7, 1978, 
as  follows:  Such  merchandise  as  is 
ordinarily  dealt  in  by  retail  stores, 
premium  redemption  companies,  and 
mail-order  houses,  between  New  York, 
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NY,  Fairfield,  Hartford  and  New  Haven 
Counties,  CT,  Nassau,  Suffolk, 

Rockland,  Westchester,  Putnam,  and 
Orange  Counties,  NY,  New  Jersey 
(except  Cape  May,  Cumberland,  Salem 
and  Gloucester  Counties,  NJ),  and 
Bucks,  Montgomery,  Delaware,  and 
Philadelphia  Counties,  PA,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  any 
shipment  weighing  more  than  2% 
pounds.  For  the  purpose  of  this 
restriction  a  package  or  group  of 
packages  from  a  single  consignor  to  a 
single  consignee  at  a  single  destination 
shall  be  considered  a  shipment 
Transferee  holds  no  authority  from  the 
Commission.  A  temporary  authority 
application  has  been  filed. 

MC-FC  78142,  filed  April  16, 1979. 
Transferee:  LAKELAND  BUS  LINES, 
INC.,  2929  23d  Place,  North  Chicago,  IL 
60064.  Transferor:  GREAT  LAKES  BUS 
LINES,  INC.  (same  address). 
Representative:  James  R.  Madler^  120  W. 
Madison  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60602. 

Authority  sought  to  transfer  th^ 
operating  rights  of  transferor  in 
Certificate  No.  MC 114093,  issued 
November  17, 1971,  authorizing 
passengers  and  their  baggage  in 
roundtrip  charter  operations,  beginning 
and  ending  at  points  in  Lake  and 
McHenry  Counties,  IL,  and  extending  to 
points  in  Wisconsin  and  Indiana,  with 
restrictions.  Transferee  holds  no 
authority  from  the  Commission.  A 
temporary  authority  application  has  not 
been  filed. 

MC-FC  78143,  filed  May  8, 1979. 
Transferee:  APEX  BULK 
COMMODITIES,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
872,  Whittier,  CA  90608.  Transferor: 
CITIZENS  TRANSPORTATION  CO.  OF 
RIVERSIDE,  a  corporation,  2750 
Mulberry  St.,  Riverside,  CA  92501. 
Representative:  William  J.  Monheim, 

P.O.  Box  1756,  Whittier,  CA  90609. 
Authority  sought  for  the  purchase  by 
transferee  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor  as  set  forth  in 
Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC-8758 
(Sub-No.  4],  issued  March  30, 1964,  as 
follows:  (I)  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk 
(except  liquified  petroleum  gases  and 
any  other  petroleum  products  requiring 
pressurized  tanks  and  except  liquid 
asphalt  and  hot  road  oils  and  any  other 
petroleum  products  rquiring  insulated 
tanks),  along  the  routes  and  between  the 
points  hereinafter  specified,  upon  and 
along  the  following  described  routes, 
including  all  intermediate  points,  with 
the  right  to  make  lateral  departures 
therefrom  within  a  radius  of  50  miles  of 
said  routes:  (1)  U.S.  101  and  U.S.  101  By- 
Pass  between  Santa  Barbara  and  the 
Califomia-Mexico  Line;  (2)  U.S.  99 


between  Bakersfield  and  the  Mexican 
Border;  (3)  U.S.  395  between  Lone  Pine 
and  junction  U.S.  66;  (4)  U.S.  66  between 
Los  Angeles  and  Needles;  (5)  U.S.  60 
between  Los  Angeles  and  the  CA-AZ 
State  line;  (6)  U.S.  91  and  466  between 
Barstow  and  the  NV-CA  State  line;  (7) 
CA  Hwy  127  between  Baker  and  the 
NV-CA  State  line;  and  (8)  U.S.  Hwy  80 
between  San  Diego  and  the  CA-AZ 
border.  {[S\  Liquified  petroleum  gases 
and  any  other  petroleum  products 
requiring  pressurized  tanks  and  liquid 
asphalt  and  hot  road  oils  and  any  other 
petroleum  products  requiring  insulated 
tanks,  between  points  in  CA.  All  other 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products  in 
tank  trucks  and  tank  trailers  between 
points  in  CA,  except  the  points  and 
places  authorized  in  part  (I)  above. 
Transferee  presently  holds  authority 
fi'om  this  Commission  in  MC-136720 
(Sub.  No.  2).  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  49 
U.S.C.  11349. 

MC-FC  78144,  filed  May  10, 1979. 
Transferee:  KINDLE  BUS  DAVIS  AND 
DEVON  DAVIS,  a  Partnership,  d.b.a. 
DAVIS  TRANSPORTS  COMPANY,  2641 
Faxon,  Memphis,  TN  38112.  Transferor: 
SHELIA  U.  STANLEY,  R.  EVAN 
STANLEY,  &  M.  R.  STANLEY,  a 
Partnership,  d.b.a.  STANLEY 
TRANSPORTS  CO.,  2641  Faxon, 
Memphis,  TN  38112.  Representative: 
Dale  Woodall,  900  Memphis  Bank  Bldg., 
Memphis,  TN  38103.  Authority  sought 
for  the  purchase  by  transferee  of  the 
operating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set 
forth  in  Permit  No.  MC-143560,  issued 
June  20, 1978,  as  follows:  Malt 
beverages,  fi'om  Belleville,  IL,  to 
Memphis,  TN,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Memphis  Distributing 
Company,  of  Memphis,  TN.  Transferee 
presently  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  49 
U.S.C.  11349. 

MC-FC  78153,  filed  May  22, 1979. 
Transferee:  WEST  WAY  UNES,  INC., 
3382  North  Ventura  Avenue,  Ventura, 
CA  93001.  Transferor:  ALLSTATE 
CHARTER  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9022, 
Fresno,  CA  93790.  Representative:  JOHN 
PAUL  FISCHER,  Silver,  Rosen,  Fischer  & 
Stecher,  256  Montgomery  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94104.  Authority  fought 
for  the  purchase  by  transferee  of  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
Transferor ^et  forth  in  Certificate  No. 
MC-140247  and  MC-140247  (Sub-No.  1). 
Operating  rights  to  be  purchased  and 
controlled  are:  (a)  passengers  and  their 
baggage  in  the  same  vehicles  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  over  irregular  routes. 


beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  Santa 
Barbara  County.  CA,  and  extending  to 
points  in  NV,  AZ,  WA,  and  OR;  (b) 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  special 
charter  operations,  over  irregular  routes. 
beginning  and  ending  in  points  in  Santa 
Barbara  and  Ventura  Cogunties,  CA,  and 
extending  to  points  in  CO,  ID,  MT,  NM, 
UT,  and  WY;  and  (c)  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  over  irregular  routes, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Ventura  County,  CA,  and  extending  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  NV,  OR,  and  WA. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority 
fit>m  this  Commission  and  application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  Section  210a(b). 

MC-FC  78160,  filed  May  28. 1979. 
Applicants:  EAST- WEST 
REFRIGERATED  FREIGHT  UNES.  INC.. 
2202  West  McDowell,  Phoenix,  AR 
85009,  Transferor.  SDCORA  &  WILSON, 
INC.,  d.b.a.  EAST-WEST  EXPRESS.  7900 
North  Frontage  Road,  Hinsdale,  IL 
60521,  Transferee.  Transferee’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Gill.  29  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Suite  740,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
Sikora  &  Wilson,  Inc.,  d.b.a.  East-West 
Express  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  East-West  Refiigerated  Freight 
Lines.  Inc.,  embraced  in  MC-134793  (Sub 
No.  2).  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  (1)  Adhesives,  adhesive 
cement,  caulking  compoimds,  cleaning 
and  polishing  compounds  and  solutions, 
emulsions,  used  as  a  mixing  materials, 
latex  solutions,  mastic  materials,  sealing 
primer,  and  solvents,  and  (2)  equipment, 
supplies,  and  tools  necessary  for  the 
application  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  from  the  plant  site  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Durabond 
Products  Company  (a  subsidiary  of 
United  States  Gypsum  Company)  at  or 
near  Chicago,  DesPlaines,  Elk  Grove, 
and  Rosemont,  IL,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI,  AL.  PL, 
GA.  NC,  and  ^),  restricted  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk;  and  limited  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed, 
under  .a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts 
with  Dmabond  Products  Company  of 
Rosemont,  IL  Transferee  holds  no 
authority  fi'om  the  Qommission. 
Temporary  authority  is  not  sought. 

MC-FC  78162,  filed  March  21, 1979. 
Transferee:  JEROME  R.  CAUGHRON, 
d.b.a.  HOLTON  TRUCK  LINE,  PO  Box 
431,  Holton,  KS  66436.  Transferor:  D.  W. 
Whalen,  d.b.a.  WHALEN  TRUCK  UNE, 
Osage  City,  KS  66523.  Authority  sought 
for  the  purchase  by  transferee  of  the 
operating  rights  of  transferor  in 
Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC  82722, 
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Sub  2  issued  July  24, 1964,  audiorizing 
general  commodities,  between  Topeka, 
KS,  and  Osage  City.  KS,  over  a  regular 
route,  wiA  restrictions,  and  general 
commodities,  with  exceptions,  between 
Topeka,  KS,  and  Burlingame.  KS,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  between 
Caibondale  and  Burlingame,  KS.  with  a 
restriction.  Transferee  holds  a  certificate 
of  registration  in  No.  MC  97375  Sub  2. 
Temporary  authority  has  not  been 
sought.  Representative:  Larry  E.  Gregg, 
641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  KS  66603. 

MC-FC  78163,  filed  May  30. 1979. 
Transferee:  AUTOBUS  VENISE  (1978) 
LTEE.,  50  McArthur  Road,  Valle^eld, 
Quebec,  CD.  J6S  4h^  Transferor: 
VENISE  COACH  LINE,  INC.  (same 
address  as  Transferee).  Representative: 
W.  Norman  Charles,  PO  Box  724,  Glens 
Falls,  NY  12801.  Authority  sought  for  tiie 
purchase  by  transferee  of  transferor’s 
operating  rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC 
143490,  issued  April  28, 1978,  authorizing 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  round- 
trip  charter  and  special  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  ports  of  entry 
on  the  United  States-Canada  Boundary 
line  located  in  ME,  NH,  VT,  NY,  and  MI, 
and  extending  to  points  in  tire  United  , 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  passengers 
begiiming  and  ending  at  Valleyfield, 
Quebec,  Canada.  Applicants  have  filed 
an  application  seeking  temporary  lease 
authority.  Transferee  holds  no  authority 
from  the  Commission. 

MC-FC  78165,  filed  June  1, 1979. 
Transferee:  William  W.  Eggers,  d/b/a 
Cedar  Valley  Transport,  R.  R.  Box  309, 
Webster  City,  lA  50595  Transferor:  LTL 
Perishables,  Inc.,  550  East  5th  St.  South, 
South  St.  Paul  MN  55075. 
Representative:  Ronald  R.  Adams,  600 
Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  held  by  transferor  in  Ceifiticates 
No.  MC  135874  Subs  3  and  14,  issued 
September  3, 1974,  and  January  16, 1974. 
as  follows:  meats,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packing  houses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Dubuque  and  Denison.  lA,  to 
points  in  NE  and  SD;  pizza  and  pizza 
products,  from  Ames,  lA,  to  points  in 
NE.  IL.  IN.  MN.  SD.  ND.  and  WI;  meat 
and  meat  products,  from  Ames  and 
Webster  City.  lA,  to  points  in  NE,  IL.  IN, 
MN,  SD,  MD.  and  Wl,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 


named  destination  states.  TVanrferee 
holds  no  autirarity  from  the  Commission. 
Temporary  lease  authority  is  sou^t 

MC-FC  78173.  filed  May  28. 1979 
Transferee:  R-A  Industries,  Inc.,  1092  N. 
North  Branch  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60622. 
Transferor.  Enterprise  Transfer  Co.,  740 
Ashland,  River  Forest  IL  60305. 

Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  &e  operating  rights  of 
transferor  in  Certificate  No.  MC  69364 
Sub  1,  issued  October  5, 1965, 
authorizing  articles  of  iron  and  steel 
from  the  facilities  of  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corporation,  in  Bums  Harbor,  Porter 
County.  IN.  to  points  in  the  Illinois 
portion  of  the  Chicago,  IL  Commercial 
Zone,  with  a  restriction.  Transferee 
holds  no  authority  from  the  Commission. 
Temporary  lease  authority  is  not  sought. 
Representative:  Phillip  A.  Lee,  120  W. 
Madison,  Chicago.  IL  60602. 

Motor  Camm  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules — Motor  Carrier  of  Property  (49 
CFR  1042.4(c)(ll)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any 
proposed  deviation  route  herein 
described  nray  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  manner  and  form 
provided  in  such  ndes  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  imless  filed 
on  or  before  July  23, 1979. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  either  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  or 
energy  policy  and  conservation. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

MC  112713  (Deviation  No.  59), 
YELLOW  FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  7270, 10990  Roe  Ave.,  Shawnee 
Mission,  KS  66207,  filed  April  11, 1979. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  St  Johnsbury,  VT,  over 
US  Hwy  2  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  89, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  89  to  junction 
VT  Hwy  78,  then  over  VT  Hwy  78  to 
Rouses  Point  NY,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  for  operating  convenience  ' 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  tiie 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
St.  Johnsbury,  VT  over  US  Hwy  2  to 
junction  VT  Hwy  18,  then  over  VT  Hwy 
18  to  the  VT-NH  State  Line,  then  over 
NH  Hwy  18  to  Littleton,  NH,  then  over 


US  Hwy  302  to  junction  US  Hwy  3.  then 
over  US  Hwy  3  to  Carroll  NH,  then  over 
NH  Hwy  115  to  junction  US  Hwy  2.  then 
over  US  Hwy  2  to  Gocham,  NH.  then 
over  NH  Hwy  16  to  junction  US  Hwy  4. 
then  over  US  Hwy  4  to  junction  US.Hwy 

I,  then  over  US  Hwy  1  to  Boston,  MA. 
then  over  US  Hwy  20  to  Pittsfield.  MA. 
then  over  US  Hwy  20  to  Albany,  NY, 
then  over  US  Hwy  0  to  Champlain.  NY, 
then  over  US  Hwy  11  to  Roueses  Point 
NY,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

MC  2229  (Deviation  No.  33),  RED 
BALL  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3177 
Irving  Blvd.,  Dallas,  TX  75247,  filed  May 

II,  1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  cornier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Dallas.  TX  over  Interstate 
Hwy  35  to  Oklahoma  City.  Ok  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 

From  Dallas,  TX  over  US  Hwy  67  to 
junction  TX  Hwy  24,  then  over  TX  Hwy 
24  to  junction  US  Hyvy  271,  then  over  US 
Hwy  271  to  jimction  OK  Hwys  3  and  7, 
then  over  OK  Hwys  3  and  7  to  junction 
US  Hwy  75,  then  over  US  Hwy  75  to 
junction  OK  Hwy  3,  then  over  OK  Hwy 
3  to  junction  OK  Hwy  19,  then  over  OK 
Hwy  19  to  junction  US  Hwy  177,  then 
over  US  Hwy  177  to  junction  US  Hwy 
270,  then  over  US  Hwy  270  to  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
Restriction:  Restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  traffic  (1)  which 
originates  at  or  is  received  in  interline  at 
Dallas  or  FL  Worth.  TX,  and  points  in 
their  Commercial  Zones  and  (2)  which 
originates  at  or  is  received  in  interline  at 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  and  points  in  its 
Commercial  Zone,  and  destined  to  or 
interlined  at  Dallas  or  Ft  Worth.  TX  and 
points  in  their  Commercial  2fones. 

MC  1229  (Deviation  No.  32),  RED 
BALL  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC.,  3177 
Irving  Blvd.,  Dallas,  TX  74247,  filed  May 
11, 1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  of 
general  commodities,  witii  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Fort  &nith,  AR  over  U.S. 
Hwy  64  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Hwy  40, 
then  over  U.S,  Hwy  40  to  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  and  return  over  the  same  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  This 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Fort 
Smith,  AR  over  U.S.  Hwy  271  to  its 
junction  with  combined  Oklahoma 
Hwys  3  and  7,  then  over  combined 
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Oklahoma  Hwys  3  and  7  to  Atoka,  OK, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  75  to  its  junction 
with  Oklahoma  Hwy  3,  then  over 
Oklahoma  Hwy  3  to  Ada,  OK.  thra  over 
Oklahoma  Hwy  19  to  Stratford,  OK, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  177  to  Shawnee,  OK, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  270  to  Oklahcnna 
City,  OK  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

MC  58902  (Deviation  No.  2),  filed:  May 
16, 1979.  Applicant.  MANLEY 
TRANSFER  CO..  INC.,  300  South 
Jefferson.  P.O.  Box  1575  S.S.S.. 
Springfield,  Missouri  65805. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100 
TenMain  Center,  P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64141.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  %vith 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  FROM  Coffeyville,  KS, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  169  to  Tulsa.  OK,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  This  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
FROM  CoffeyviUe,  KS,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
166  to  Baxter  Springs.  KS,  thence  over 
U.S.  Hwy  66  to  Tulsa.  OK,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  serving  all 
intermediate  points  except  Claremore, 
Foyil  and  Chelsa,  OK. 

MC  110325  (Deviation  No.  33}, 
Transcon  Lines,  P.O.  Box  92220,  Los  ' 
Angeles,  CA  90009,  filed  May  8, 1979. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  from  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Hwys  40  and  31  over 
U.S.  Hwy  31  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy 
70,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwys  70  and  25,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
from  the  junction  of  U.S.  Hwys  40  and  36 
over  U.S.  Hvyy  36  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
66,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  66  to  jimction 
U.S.  Hwy  40,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  68.  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  69  to  junction  MO  Hwy  6,  then 
over  MO  Hwy  6  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  36, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  36  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  59,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  59  to 
junction  lA  Hwy  2,  then  over  lA  Hwy  2 
to  Nebraska  Qty,  NB,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  75  to  jimction  U.S.  Hwy  6.  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 


34,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  6,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwys  70  and  25  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

MC  110325  (Eteviation  34),  Transcon 
Lines,  P.O.  Box  92220,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90009  filed  May  14, 1979.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehide,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting,  general  commodities, 
(except  Hiose  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  from  the  junction  of 
Interstate  Hwys  70  and  55  over 
Interstate  Hwy  70  to  the  jimction  of 
Interstate  Hwys  70  and  25,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  Service  route  as  follows: 
from  the  junction  of  Interstate  Hwys  55 
and  70  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  61,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  61  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  65  to 
junction  MQ  Hwy  6,  then  over  MO  hwy 
6  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  69,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  69  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  36,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  36  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
59,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  59  to  junction  lA 
Hwy  2,  then  over  lA  Hwy  2  to  Nebraska 
City,  NB,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  75  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
6  to  jimction  U.S.  Hwy  34,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  34  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwys  70  and  25,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

MC  48958  (Deviation  88),  ILUNOIS- 
CALIFORNIA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  510  E. 
51st  Ave.,  Denver,  CO  80216,  filed  May 
4, 1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier^  by  motor  vehide,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  deviation  routes  as 
follows:  (1)  Prom  Chicago,  IL  over 
Interstate  Hwy  80  to  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
and  (2)  From  Chicago,  ]L  over  Interstate 
Hwy  80  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  76, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  76  to  jimction 
Interstate  Hwy  25,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  25  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  70, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  (using 
portions  of  U,S.  Hwy  6  where  Interstate 
Hwy  70  is  incomplete)  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwys  6  and  50,  then  over  U.S.  Hwys  6 
and  50  to  Thistle,  UT,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  89  to  Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 


From  Chicago,  IL  over  U.S.  Hwy  30A  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  30,  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  30  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  138,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  138  to  Sterling  CO.  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Brush,  CO.  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  34  to  Greeley,  CO,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  85  to  Albuquerque.  NM,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  66  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
89,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  89  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  89A,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  89A 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  89,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  89  to  Gunnison,  UT,  then  over  UT 
Hwy  28  to  Levan,  UT.  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  91  to  Salt  Lake  City.  UT,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

MC  41432  (Deviation  32),  EAST 
TEXAS  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC. 
2355  Stemmons  Freeway,  P.O.  Box 
10125,  Dallas,  TX  75207,  filed  May  2. 

1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  comer  by  motor  vehide,  of 
general  commodities,  widi  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Columbus,  OH  over  U.S. 
Hwy  23  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  35.  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  35  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
60,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  60  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  64,  then  over  Interstate 
Highway  64  to  Richmond,  VA  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  cranmodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Cohimbus,  OH  over  U.S.  Hwy  40 
to  Hebron,  OH,  then  over  Ohio  Hwy  79 
to  Newark,  OH,  then  over  Ohio  Hwy  16 
to  Coshocton,  OH,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
36  to  Uhrichsville,  OH,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  250  to  Dover,  OH,  then  over  Ohio 
Hwy  21  to  Massillon,  Oh,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  30  to  Canton,  OH,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  62  to  Salem,  OH.  then  over  Ohio 
Hwy  45  to  Lisbon.  OH,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  30  to  East  LiverpooL  OH.  then  over 
Ohio  Hwy  39  to  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
state  line,  then  over  Pennsylvania  Hwy 
68  to  Rochester,  PA. 

MC  41432  (Deviation  32)  then  over 
Pennsylvania  Hwy  88  to  Pittsburgh,  PA 
(also  ftx)m  Newcomerstown,  OH,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  21  to  Dover,  OH,  then  to 
Pittsburgh  as  spedfied  above],  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  30  via  Irwin,  PA,  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Hwy  982,  then  over 
Pennsylvania  Hwy  982  to  Youngstown, 
PA  and  return  over  Pennsylvania  Hwy 
982  to  jimction  U.S.  Hwy  30,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  30  via  Stoystown,  PA,  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Hwy  53,  then 
over  Peimsylvania  Hwy  53  to  Kantner, 
PA,  and  return  over  Peimsylvania  Hwy 
53  to  juncticm  U.S.  Hwy  30,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  30  to  Bedford.  PA,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  220  to  Cumberland,  MD,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  Hagerstown,  MD, 
then  over  Maryland  Hwy  60  via 
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Leitersburg,  MD.  to  the  Maryland- 
Pennsylvania  state  line,  then  over 
Pennsylvania  Hwy  316  (formerly 
unnumbered  highway)  to  Waynesboro, 
PA,  then  over  Pennsylvania  Hwy  16  via 
Rouzerville,  PA  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
Maryland  state  line,  then  over  Maryland 
Hwy  16,  “via  Emmittsburg  to  Maryland 
Hwy  97  (formerly  Maryland  Hwy  82), 
then  over  Maryland  Hwy  97  to 
Westminister,  MD,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
140  to  Baltimore,  MD,  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  l*to  Richmond,  VA,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  NOTE:  A  portion  of 
this  deviation  is  premised  on  a  grant  of 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210(a)(b).  If  applicant's  right  to  operate 
all  or  part  of  the  leased  authority 
expires,  this  deviation,  if  authorized, 
will  likewise  expire. 

MC  11220  (Deviation  44),  GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  185  W.  McLemore 
Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38101,  Bled  May  14, 
1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  junction  US  Hwy  71  and 
MO  Hwy  7  near  Harrisonville,  MO  over 
MO  Hwy  7  to  junction  MO  Hwy  13,  then 
over  MO  Hwy  13  to  Springfield,  MO, 
then  over  US  Hwy  65  to  Conway,  AR 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  junction  US  Hwy 
71  and  MO  Hwy  7  near  Harrisonville, 
MO,  over  US  Hwy  71  to  Alma,  AR,  then 
over  US  Hwy  64  to  Conway,  AR  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

MC  11220  (Deviation  43),  GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  185  W.  McLemore 
Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38101,  filed  May  14, 
1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Cincinnati,  OH  over  US 
Hwy  27  to  Richmond,  IN  and  return  over 
the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  Ihe  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Cincinnati,  OH  over  Interstate 
Hwy  75  to  Dayton,  OH,  then  over  US 
Hwy  25  to  junction  US  Hwy  40,  then 
over  US  Hwy  40  to  Richmond,  IN,  and 
return  over  Ae  same  route. 

MC  111651  (Deviation  7), 
MIDDLEWEST  FREIGHTWAYS,  INC., 
6810  Prescott  Ave.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63147, 
filed  May  11, 1979.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 


certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Louisville,  KY 
over  Interstate  Hwy  65  to  Chicago,  IL 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Louisville,  KY 
over  US  Hwy  150  to  junction  US  Hwy 
50,  then  over  US  Hwy  50  to  St.  Louis, 

MO,  then  over  US  Hwy  66  to  Chicago,  IL 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  imder  the  Deviation 
Rules — ^Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers  (49 
CFR  lo42.2(c)(9)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any 
proposed  deviation  route  herein  * 
described  may  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  manner  and  form 
provided  in  such  rules  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  unless  filed 
on  or  before  July  23, 1979. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  either  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  or 
energy  policy  and  conservation. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

MC  1515  (Deviation  742), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound 
Tower,  Phoeniz,  AZ  85077,  filed  May  8, 
1979.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  qnd  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  the 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Nevada 
City,  CA  over  California  Hwy  20  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  passengers  and  the  above 
described  property,  over  pertinent 
service  routes  as  follows:  (1)  From 
Nevada  City,  CA,  over  California  Hwy 
49  to  Auburn,  CA,  and  (2)  From  the  point 
where  Interstate  Hwy  W  intersects  the 
Nevada-Califomia  state  line,  then  over 
^terstate  Hwy  80  to  junction  California 
Hwy  160,  then  over  California  Hwy  160 
to  Sacramento,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate  Application(s) 

The  following  application(s)  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 


the  intrastate  authority  sought  pursuant 
to  Section  10931  (formerly  Section 
206(a)(6))  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  ^ 
Act.  'These  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  245  of  the  Commission's 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.245),  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  protests  and  requests  for 
information  concerning  the  time  and 
place  of  State  Commission  hearings  or 
other  proceedings,  any  subsequent 
changes  therein,  and  any  other  related 
matters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State 
Commission  with  which  the  application 
is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  dr 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Alabama  Docket  17734,  filed  April  27, 
1979.  Applicant:  ARAB  CARTAGE  & 
EXPRESS  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  427,  Arab, 
AL  35016.  Representative:  Michael  B. 
Bryan,  No.  2  Office  Park,  601  Cullman 
Rd.,  Arab,  AL  35016.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service,  as 
follows:  Transportation  of:  General 
commodities,  except:  (1)  those  of 
unusual  value  such  as  precious  gems, 
metals,  or  jewelries,  (2)  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  (3)  livestock,  (4)  household 
goods  (items  Aat  are  carried  by  moving 
vans),  (5)  commodities  in  bulk,  (6) 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  such  as  lowboy  trailers, 
extention  trailers,  etc.,  between  Arab, 
AL,  and  Decatur,  AL,  West  from  Arab, 
AL,  on  Alabama  Hwy  No.  69  to  junction 
of  said  Hwy  No.  69  with  Alabama  Hwy 
No.  67;  North  on  said  Hwy  No.  67  to 
Decatur,  AL;  same  route  returning  to 
Arab,  AL  Intrastate,  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce  authority  sought. 
HEARING:  Date,  time,  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Requests  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to 
Alabama  Public  Service  Commission, 
P.O.  Box  991,  Montgomery,  AL  36130, 
and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Conunerce  Commission. 

Alaska  Docket  78-460-MP/E,  filed 
September  25, 1978.  Applicant:  PRINCE 
WILLIAM  SOUND  TOURS,  A.  T. 
Dunham,  d.b.a.,  P.O.  Box  1081,  Valdez, 
AK  99686.  Representative:  (same 
address  as  above.)  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  sought  to 
operate  a  freight  service,  as  follows: 
Transportation  of:  Inter-urban  bus 
service  (including  express)  between 
Valdez  and  Anchorage  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  places  and  all 
off  route  points  and  places  within  a  20 
mile  radius  laterally  along  each  side  of 
highways  No.  4  and  No.  1  in  the  State  of 
Alaska.  Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  HEARING: 
Date,  Time  and  Place  not  yet  fixed. 
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Requests  for  procedural  information 
should  be  addressed  to  Alaska 
Transportation  Commission,  1000 
MacKay  Bldg,^  338  Denali  St, 

Anchorage,  AK  99501,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Arkansas  Docket  M-12376,  filed  May 

18, 1979.  Applicant  ARKANSAS 
EXPRESS.  INC.  1200  Arkansas  Avenue. 
North  little  Rock.  AR  72114. 
Representative:  James  M.  Duckett  927 
Pyramid  Life  Building,  Little  Rock,  AR 
72201.  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  sought  to  operate  a 
freight  service,  as  follows: 

Transportation  of:  General  commodities 
(except  classes  A  &  B  explosives, 
household  goods,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment):  (1)  Between  Pine  Bluff, 
Arkansas  and  West  Memphis, 

Arkansas.  From  Pine  Bluff  over  U.S. 
Highway  79  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  70,  then  over  U.S.  Highway  70 
to  West  Memphis,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  (2)  between  Marianna,  Arkansas 
and  Wynne,  Arkansas,  from  Mariaima 
over  Arkansas  Highway  1  to  Wynne, 
and  return  over  the  same  route  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  (3)  between 
West  Helena,  Aricansas  and  Elaine, 
Arkansas  fit>m  West  Helena  over  U.S. 
Highway  49  to  its  junction  with 
Arkansas  Highway  85,  then  over 
Arkansas  Highway  85  to  its  junction 
with  Arkansas  Highway  44,  then  over 
Arkansas  Highway  44  to  Elaine,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  (4)  between  Little 
Rock,  Arkansas  and  DeWitt,  Arkansas, 
fi-om  Little  Rock  over  Arkansas 
Highway  130  to  DeWitt.  and  return  over 
the  same  route  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  (5)  between  DeWitt,  Arkansas 
and  Dumas,  Arkansas,  from  DeWitt  over 
Arkansas  Highway  152  to  its  junction 
with  Arkansas  Highway  1.  then  over 
Arkansas  Highway  1  to  its  jimction  with 
Arkansas  Highway  54,  then  over 
Arkansas  Highway  54  to  Dumas,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  (6)  between  Dumas. 
Arkansas  and  Star  City,  Arkansas,  fi:om 
Dmnas  over  Arkansas  Highway  54  to  its 
junction  with  Arkansas  Highway  81, 
then  over  Arkansas  Highway  81  to  Star 
City,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  (7) 
between  Gould,  Aricansas  and  Star  City, 
Arkansas,  from  Gould  over  Arkansas 
Highway  114  to  Star  City,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  (8)  between  Grady, 
Arkansas  and  Fresno.  Arkansas  from 
Grady  over  Arkansas  Highway  11  to 


Fresno,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  All 
routes  to  be  tacked  at  common  points  of 
joinder  and  with  existing  authority. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  Hearing: 
Arkansas  Transportation  Conunission 
Hearing  Room,  August  1st  and  2nd,  1979 
at  9:30  a.m.  Requests  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to 
Arkansas  Transportation  Commission, 
Justice  Building,  Little  Rock,  AR  72201, 
and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

New  York  Docket  T-1158,  filed 
February  28, 1979.  Applicant:  BENTLEY 
EXPRESS  CO..  INC.,  268  Milton  Avenue, 
Ballston  Spa.  NY  12020.  Representative: 
Neil  D.  Breslin,  Exq.,  600  Broadway, 
Albany.  NY  12207.  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  sought  to 
operate  a  freight  service,  as  follows: 
Transportaticm  of:  General  commodities, 
between  all  points  in  Saratoga,  Albany, 
Warren,  Washington  and  Schenectady 
Counties.  Intrastate,  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce  authority  sought. 
HEARING:  Date,  time  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Requests  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to  New 
York  State  Department  of 
Transportation,  1220  Washington  Ave.. 
State  Campus  Bldg.,  No.  4,  Room  G-21, 
Albany,  NY  12232,  and  should  not  be  . 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  York  Docket  T-9651,  filed  April 

9. 1979.  Applicant:  HARRY  E. 
BERNSTEIN,  SR..  d.b.a.  HARRY’S 
MOVING,  847  Jackson  Street,  Dunkirk, 
NY  14048.  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  sought  to 
operate  a  freight  service,  as  follows: 
Transportation  of:  Household  goods — 
between  Chautauqua  County  and  all 
points  in  the  State.  Intrastate,  interstate 
and  foreign  commerce  authority  sought. 
Hearing:  Date,  time  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Requests  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to 
Department  of  Transportation.  1220 
Washington  Ave.,  State  Campus 
Building  No.  4,  Room  G-21,  AJbany,  NY 
12232,  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Oklahoma  Docket  MC  37219  (Sub-1), 
filed  April  24, 1979.  Applicant:  J  &  M 
CARTAGE,  INC.,  101  S.E.  4th.  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73129.  Representative: 
WILLIAM  P.  PARKER,  Suite  615-East, 
The  Oil  Center,  2601  Northwest 
Expressway,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112. 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service,  as  follows:  Transportation  of: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 


explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) 
from  Oklahoma  City,  OK,  to  Tulsa,  OIC 
Restricted  to  a  transportation  service  to 
be  performed  under  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Target  Stores. 

Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought  Hearing: 

June  18. 1979,  at  Oklahoma  Corporation 
Commission,  Jim  Thorpe  Office  Building. 
Requests  for  procedural  information 
should  be  addressed  to  Oklahoma 
Corporation  Commission,  2nd  Floor  Jim 
Thorpe  Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73105, 
and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

South  Carolina  Docket  77-466-T,  filed 
July  23, 1976.  Applicant:  J.  S.  McCLARY 
d.b.a.  MACICS'TRANSFER  AND 
STORAGE,  P.O.  Box  1035,  Maryville 
Station,  Georgetown,  SC  29440. 
Representative:  Arthur  M.  Flowers,  Jr.. 

121  Screven  Street  Georgetown,  SC 
29440.  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  sought  to  operate  a 
freight  service,  as  follows: 

Transportation  of:  General  commodities, 
(with  usual  exceptions),  between  points 
and  places  in  Georgetown  and 
Williamsburg  Counties,  and  from  points 
and  plaices  in  these  counties  to  points 
and  places  in  South  Carolina,  and  firom 
points  and  places  in  South  Carolina  to 
points  and  places  in  Georgetown  and 
Williamsburg  Cmmties.  Household 
goods,  between  points  and  places  in 
Georgetown  and  Williamsburg  Counties, 
and  from  points  and  places  in  these 
counties  to  points  and  places  in  South 
Carolina,  and  from  points  and  places  in 
South  Carolina  to  points  and  places  in 
Georgetown  and  Williamsburg  Counties. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought  Hearing: 

Date,  time  and  place  not  yet  fixed. 
Requests  for  procedural  information 
should  be  addressed  to  South  Carolina 
Public  Service  Commission,  P.O.  Drawer  • 
11649,  Columbia.  SC  29211,  and  should 
not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

Texas  Docket  002627B8A,  filed  May 

16, 1979.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INCm  5601  West  Waco  Drive. 

P.O.  Box  238,  Waco,  TX  76703. 
Representative:  Phillip  Robinson.  P.O. 

Box  2207,  Austin,  TX  78768.  Certificate 
of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service,  as 
follows:  Transportation  ofr  General 
commodities,  between  Marshall.  TX. 
and  Scottsville,  TX.  from  MarshaU,  TX, 
over  FM  Hwy  1996  to  Scottsville.  TX, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
the  termini  and  all  intermediate  points, 
and  the  off-route  point  of  the  plantsite  of 
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Alcoa  Aluminum  Company  near 
Scottsville.  TX.  Applicant  seeks  no 
duplicate  authority.  Intrastate,  interstate 
and  foreign  commerce  authority  sought 
hearing:  July  6, 1979— if  uncontested, 
time  and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests 
for  procedural  information  should  be 
adckessed  to  Texas  Railroad 
Commission,  611  South  Congress,  P.O. 
Drawer  12967,  Capitol  Station,  Austin, 

TX  78711,  and  should  not  be  directed  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Note. — ^Applicant  proposes  to  tack  and 
coordinate  the  proposed  additional  services 
with  all  services  authorized  in  intrastate 
commerce  under  Certificates  2627,  2054,  4336 
and  4337  and  with  all  services  now 
authorized  in  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  under  authorities  granted  in 
Docket  MC-30867  and  all  subs  thereunder. 

Texas  Docket  002627B9A,  filed  May 
17, 1979.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  FREIGHT 
LINES  INC.,  5601  West  Waco  Drive,  P.O. 
Box  238,  Waco,  TX  76703. 

Representative:  Phillip  Robinson,  P.O. 
Box  2207,  Austin,  TX  78768.  Certificate 
of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service,  as 
follows:  Transportation  of:  General 
commodities,  as  follows:  Between 
Crockett,  Texas,  and  Latexo,  Texas,  as 
follows:  From  Crockett,  TX,  over  Texas 
Hwy  19  to  Latexo,  TX,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  the  termini  and 
all  intermediate  points.  Hearing:  July  6, 
1979  (if  non-contested),  time  and  place 
not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to 
Transportation  Division,  Railroad 
Commission  of  Texas,  611  South 
Congress,  P.O.  Drawer  12967,  Capitol 
Station,  Austin,  TX  78711,  and  should 
not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

Note. — ^Applicant  proposes  to  tack  and 
coordinate  the  proposed  additional  services 
with  all  services  authorized  in  intrastate 
commerce  under  Certificates  2627,  2054, 4336, 
and  4337  and  with  all  services  now 
'authorized  in  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  imder  authorities  granted  in 
Docket  No.  MC-30867  and  all  subs 
thereunder.  Applicant  seeks  no  duplicate 
authority.  Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought 

Transportation  of  Used  Household 
Goods  in  Connection  With  a  Pack-and* 
Crate  Operation  on  Behalf  of  the 
Department  of  Defense 

Special  Certificate  Letter  Notice(s) 

The  following  letter  notices  request 
participation  in  a  Special  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  for 
the  transportation  of  used  household 
goods,  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States  Government,'  incident  to  the 
performance  of  a  pack-and-crate  service 


on  behalf  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
under  the  Direct  Procurement  Method  or 
the  Through  Government  Bill  of  Lading 
Method  under  the  Commissibn’s 
regulations  (49  CFR  1056.40) 
promulgated  in  "Pack-and-Crate” 
operations  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC 115, 131 
M.C.C.  20  (1978). 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  verified 
statement  in  opposition  (limited  to 
argument  and  evidence  concerning 
applicant’s  fitness)  may  be  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  on  or 
before  July  12, 1979.  A  copy  must  also  be 
served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Opposition  to  the 
applicant’s  participation  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

If  applicant  is  not  otherwise  informed 
by  the  Commission,  operations  may 
commence  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
its  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  subject 
to  its  tariff  publication  effective  date. 

HG-9-79  (special  certificate — ^used 
household  goods),  filed  June  1, 1979. 
Applicant:  WHALEN’S  MOVING  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  39  Kiscona  Road, 
Mt.  Kisco,  NY  10549.  Representative: 
Alvin  Altman,  888  Seventh  Ave.,  New 
York,  NY  10019.  Authority  sought: 
Between  points  in  Dutchess,  Orange, 
Putnam,  Rockland,  Sullivan,  Ulster,  and 
Westchester  Counties,  NY,  serving  the 
United  States  Military  Academy,  West 
Point,  NY. 

HG-10-79  (special  certificate — ^used 
household  goods),  filed  June  1, 1979. 
Applicant:  COLLINS  MOVING 
SYSTEMS,  INC.,  904  W.  Morgan  Street, 
Kokomo,  IN  46901.  Representative: 
Harold  A.  Collins,  President,  Collins 
Moving  Systems,  Inc.,  (address  same  as 
applicant).  Authority  Sought:  Between 
points  in  Newton,  Jasper,  Starke, 

Pulaski,  Fulton,  White,  Cass,  Miami, 
Wabash,  Huntington,  Benton,  Carroll, 
Howard,  Grant,  Blackford,  St.  Joseph, 
Elkhart,  LaGrange,  Steuben,  Marshall, 
Noble,  Kosciusko,  DeKalb,  Whitley, 
Allen,  Wells  and  Adams  Counties,  IN, 
serving  Grissom  Air  Force  Base, 

Indiana. 

HG-11-79  (special  certificate-used 
household  goods),  filed  April  25, 1979. 
Applicant:  FRANCES  J.  UNDEMAN, 
d.b.a.  UNDEMAN/KURTZ  MOVING, 
2010  Greenwood  St.,  Harrisburg,  PA 
17104.  Representative:  Robert  C.  Spitzer, 
Six  North  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  840, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17108.  Authority  Sought: 
Between  points  in  Bedford,  Berks,  Blair, 
Bradford,  Bucks,  Cambria,  Carbon, 
Centre,  Chester,  Clearfield,  Clinton, 
Columbia,  Cumberland,  Dauphin, 
Delaware,  Franklin,  Fulton,  Huntingdon, 
Juniata,  Lackawanna,  Lancaster. 


Lebanon,  Lehigh,  Luzerne,  Lycoming, 
Monroe,  Montgomery,  Montour, 
Northampton,  Northiunberland,  Perry, 
Philadelphia,  Schuylkill,  Snyder, 

Sullivan,  Susquehanna,  Tioga,  Union, 
Wayne,  Wyoming,  and  York  Counties, 

PA,  serving  Fort  Indiantown  Gap, 
Annville,  PA,  Carlisle  Barracks,  Carlisle^ 
PA,  Letterkenny  Army  Depot, 
Chambersburg,  PA,  New  Cumberland 
Army  Depot,  New  Cumberland,  PA,  and 
Navy  Ships  Parts  Control  Center, 
Mechanicsburg,  PA. 

HG-12-79  (special  certificate-used 
household  goods),  filed  May  17, 1979. 
Applicant:  BOB’S  TRANSFER.  INC., 
Moorhead,  MN  56560.  Representative: 
Gene  P.  Johnson.  Johnson  &  Maxwell, 
Ltd.,  P.O.  Box  2471,  Fargo.  ND  58108. 
Authority  Sought:  Between  points  in 
North  Dakota  (except  points  in  Barnes, 
Stutsman,  Cass,  LaMoure,  Ransom. 
Richland,  Sargent,  and  Dickey 
Counties),  and  Minnesota  (except  points 
in  Norman,  Mahnomen,  Clay.  Becker, 
Wilkin,  Otter  Tail,  Big  Stone,  Chippewa, 
Douglas,  Grant,  Lac  Qui  Parle,  Pope, 
Stevens,  Swift,  Traverse,  Yellow 
Medicine,  Benton,  Isanti,  Kandiyohi, 
Meeker,  McLeod,  Sherburne,  Steams, 
Wright,  Lincoln,  Cottonwood,  Lyon, 
Murray,  Nobles.  Pipestone.  Redwood. 
RenviUe,  Rock,  Blue  Earth,  Brown, 
Faribault,  Freeborn,  Le  Sueur,  Nicollet. 
Rice,  Sibley,  Steele,  Waseca,  and 
Watonwan  Counties),  serving  Grand 
Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  ND, 
Duluth  Air  Force  Base,  Duluth,  MN,  Fort 
Snelling,  St.  Paul,  MN,  and  Finley  Radar 
Station,  Finley,  ND. 

Irregular-Route  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Property — Elimination  of  Gateway 
Letter  Notices 

Date 

The  following  letter-notices  of 
proposals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  hi^way  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution, 
minimizing  safety  hazards,  and 
conserving  fuel  have  been  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  under 
the  Commission’s  Gateway  Elimination 
Rules  (49  CFR  1065),  and  notice  thereof 
to  all  interested  persons  is  hereby  given 
as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  on  or  before  July  2, 1979.  A 
copy  must  also  be  served  upon  applicant 
or  its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not 
operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operation. 
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Saocessively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
sane  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
■umbered  consecutively  for 
ooBvenience  in  identification.  Protests,  if 
any.  must  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
■Mffnber. 

The  following  applicants  seek  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicles,  over,  irregular  routes. 

MC  106644  (Sub-E57).  filed  June  3, 

1974.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  2770  Peyton  Road, 

NW,  Atlanta.  GA  30318.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Guy  H.  Postell,  Postell  & 
Hall.  P.C.,  3384  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.E.,  Suite 
713,  Atlanta.  GA  30326.  (1)  Heat 
exchangers  or  equalizers,  (2)  heating, 
cooling,  humidifying  and  dehumidifying 
machinery  and  equipment,  and  (3)  parts, 
attachments  and  accessories  for  use  in 
the  installation  and  operation  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  when 
commodities  in  (ij,  (2)  and  (3)  require 
special  equipment  to  load  and/or  unload 
(except  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  for  over-the-road  movement) 
from  points  in  OK  and  TX  to  points  in 
CT,  DE,  ME.  NH,  VT.  and  DC.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  points  in  Montgomery 
County,  TN). 

MC  107012  (Sub-E441),  filed  May  16. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988.  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  New 
Furniture,  Commercial  &  Institutional 
Fixtures  and  Store  and  Office 
Equipment,  crated.  From  Hamblen 
County,  TN  to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA, 

CO,  ID,  Adair,  Adams,  Audubon,  Cass. 
Fremont,  Guthrie,  Harrison,  Mills, 
Montgomery,  Page,  Pottawattamie, 
Ringgold,  Shelby,  Taylor.  Union,  Buena 
Vista,  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Cherokee,  Clay, 
Crawford,  Dickinson,  Emmet,  Humboldt. 
Ida,  Kossuth,  Lyon,  Monona,  O’Brien, 
Osceola,  Palo  Alto,  Plymouth, 
Pocahontas,  Sac,  Sioux  and  Woodbury 
Counties,  lA;  points  in  KS;  Caldwell, 

East  Carroll,  Franklin,  Jackson,  Lincoln, 
Madison.  Morehouse,  Ouachita, 
Richland,  Tensas,  Union.  West  Carroll, 
Winn,  Bienville,  Bossier,  Caddo, 
Claiborne,  De  Soto,  Natchitoches,  Red 
River,  Sabine  and  Webster  Parishes,  LA; 
Brown,  Cottonwood,  Jackson,  Lincoln, 
Lyon,  Martin,  Murray,  Nobles, 

Pipestone,  Redwood,  Rock  and 
Watonwan  Counties,  MN;  Boone, 
Callaway,  Cole,  Crawford,  Dent, 
Franklin,  Gasconade,  Jefferson,  Lincoln, 
Maries,  Miller,  Monitean,  Montgomery, 
Osage,  Phelps,  Pulaski,  Saint  Charles, 
Saint  Louis,  St.  Louis  City,  Warren 
Washington,  Barry,  Barton,  Camden, 
Cedar.  Christian .  Dade.  Dallas,  Douglas, 


Greene,  ffiokory,  HoweH,  Jasper, 

Ladede,  Lawrence,  McDonald,  Newton, 
Ozarik,  Polk,  Stone,  Taney,  Texas, 

Vernon,  Webeter,  Andrew,  Atchison, 
Bates,  Benton,  Bookanan,  Caldwell, 
Carron,  Cass.  Chariton,  Clay,  Clinton, 
Cooper,  Daviess,  De  Kalb,  Gentry, 
Grundy,  Harrison,  Henry,  Holt,  Howard, 
Jackson,  Johnson,  Lafayette,  Livingston. 
Mercer,  Morgan,  Nodaway,  Pettis, 

Platte.  Ray,  Saint  Claire,  Saline  and 
Worth  Counties,  MO;  points  in  MT,  NV, 
NM;  Adams,  Billings,  Bowman,  Burleigh, 
Duim,  Emmons,  Golden  Valley.  Grant. 
Hettinger,  Mercer,  Morton,  Oliver, 

Sioux,  Slope,  Stark,  Bottineau,  Burke, 
McHenry,  McLean,  Mountrail,  Renville. 
Ward,  Divide,  McKenzie  and  Williams 
Counties.  ND;  points  in  OK,  OR,  SD,  TX, 
UT,  WA,  and  WY.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Greene  County,  AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E442),  filed  May  16. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988.  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  New 
Furniture,  Commercial  &  Institutional 
Fixtures,  and  Store  and  Office 
Equipment,  uncrated.  From  Hamblen 
County,  TN  to  points  in  AZ,  AR.  CA, 

CO,  ID,  Adair,  Adams,  Audubon,  Cass. 
Fremont,  Guthrie,  Harrison,  Mills, 
Montgomery,  Page,  Pottawattamie, 
Ringgold,  Shelby,  Taylor,  Union,  Buena 
Vista,  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Cherokee,  Clay, 
Crawford,  Dickinson,  Emmet,  Humboldt. 
Ida,  Kossuth,  Lyon,  Monona,  O’Brien, 
Osceola,  Palo  Alto,  Plymouth, 
Pocahontas,  Sac,  Sioux  and  Woodbury 
Counties,  LA;  points  in  KS;  Caldwell. 

East  Carroll,  Franklin,  Jackson,  Lincoln, 
Madison,  Morehouse,  Ouachita, 
Richland,  Tensas,  Union,  West  Carroll, 
Winn,  Bienville,  Bossier,  Caddo, 
Claiborne,  DeSoto,  Natchitoches,  Red 
River,  Sabine  and  Webster  Parishes,  LA; 
Brown,  Cottonwood,  Jackson,  Lincoln, 
Lyon,  Martin,  Murray,  Nobles, 

Pipestone.  Redwood,  Rock  and 
Watonwan  Counties,  MN;  Boone, 
Callaway,  Cole,  Crawford,  Dent, 
Franklin,  Gasconade,  Jefferson,  Lincoln, 
Maries,  Miller,  Moniteau,  Montgomery, 
Osage,  Phelps,  Pulaski,  Saint  Charles. 
Saint  Louis,  St.  Louis  City,  Warren 
Washington,  Barry,  Barton,  Camden, 
Cedar,  Christian  ,  Dade,  Dallas,  Douglas, 
Greene,  Hickory,  Howell,  Jasper, 
Laclede,  Lawrence,  McDonald,  Newton, 
Ozark,  Polk,  Stone,  Taney,  Texas, 
Vernon,  Webster,  Andrew,  Atchison, 
Bates,  Benton.  Buchanan,  Caldwell, 
Carroll,  Cass,  Chariton,  Clay,  Clinton, 
Cooper,  Daviess,  De  Kalb.  Gentry, 
Grundy,  Harrison,  Henry,  Holt,  Howard, 
Jackson,  Johnson,  Lafayette,  Livingston, 
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Mercer,  Morgan,  Nodaway,  Pettis, 

Platte.  Ray,  Saint  Claire,  Saline  and 
Worth  Counties,  MO;  pointe  in  MT,  NV, 
NM;  Adams,  Billings,  Bowman,  Burleigh, 
Dunn.  Emmons,  Golden  Valley,  Grant. 
Hettinger.  Mercer,  Morton,  OHver. 

Sioux,  Slope,  Stark,  Bottineau,  Burke, 
McHenry.  McLean,  Mountrail,  Renville, 
Ward,  Divide,  McKenzie  and  Williams 
Counties,  ND;  points  in  OK,  OR,  SD,  TX, 
UT,  WA,  and  WY.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Greene  County,  AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E443).  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988.  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  New 
Commercial  &  Institutional  Fixtures, 
Crated.  1.  From  points  in  PA  to  points  in 
AL  2.  From  points  in  Albany,  Bronx. 
Columbia,  Diutchess,  Greene.  Kings, 
Nassau,  New  York,  Orange,  Putnam, 
Queens,  Rensselaer,  Richmond, 
Rockland,  Sidlivan,  Ulster  and 
Westchester,  and  Suffolk  Counties.  NY 
to  points  in  Boone,  Cabell,  Lincoln, 
Logan,  Mingo,  Putnam  and  Wayne 
Counties,  WV.  3.  From  points  in  Clinton. 
Essex,  Franklin,  Fulton,  Hamilton, 
Montgomery,  Saratoga,  Schenectady, 
Warren  and  Washington  Counties,  NY 
to  points  in  Greenbrier,  McDowell, 
Mercer,  Monroe,  Pocahontas,  Raleigh. 
Summers,  Wyoming,  Boone,  Cabell, 
Lincoln,  Logan,  Mingo,  Putnam  and 
Wayne  Counties,  WV.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  points  in  KY  and  TN.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E444),  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988.  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  Store 
Fixtures,  Crated.  1.  From  Chicago,  IL  to 
points  in  AZ,  LA  and  TX.  2.  From  points 
in  AZ,  LA  and  TX  to  Chicago,  IL. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Green  County, 
AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E445),  filed  May  13. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  New 
Furniture,  Uncrated,  1.  From  points  in 
AL,  FL,  GA  and  SC,  to  points  in  Alaska 
(^points  in  AR  and  Sedgewick  County, 
KS).  2.  From  points  in  AR,  to  points  in 
Alaska  (*  Sedgewick  Coimty,  KS).  3. 
From  points  in  CT.  DE,  DC,  ME,  MD, 
MA.  NH,  NJ,  NY.  PA,  RL  VT  and  WV  to 
points  in  Alaska  (^points  in  KY).  4.  From 
points  in  IL,  IN,  MO  and  OH  to  points  in 
Alaska  (*  Sedgewick  Coimty,  KS).  5. 
From  points  LA  and  NC  to  points  in 
Alaska  (^points  in  AR  ard  TX).  6.  From 
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points  in  MS  and  VA  to  points  in  Alaska 
(‘Greene  County,  AR  and  Sedgewick 
County,  KS)  (Gateways  eliminated: 
Indicated  by  asterisks.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E446),  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant's 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Cary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  New 
Furniture,  Crated  1.  From  points  in  Al 
and  LA.  to  points  in  Alaska  (‘Fort 
Smith,  AR  and  Sedgewick  Coimty,  KS). 

2.  From  points  in  AR  to  points  in  Alaska 
(‘Greene  County,  AR  and  points  in  TN). 

3.  From  points  in  CT,  DE,  DC,  ME.  MD, 
MA.  NH,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  VT  and  WV  to 
points  in  Alaska  (‘points  in  KY).  4.  From 
points  in  FL  to  points  in  Alaska 
(‘Camden,  AR  and  Sedgewick  County, 
KS).  5.  From  points  in  GA,  NC  and  SC  to 
points  in  Alaska  (‘Greene  Coimty,  AR 
and  Sedgewick  County,  KS).  8.  From 
points  in  IL,  IN,  MO  and  OH  to  points  in 
Alaska  (‘Sedgewick  County,  KS).  7. 

From  points  in  MS  and  VA  to  points  in 
Alaska  (‘Greene  County,  AR  and 
Sedgewick  County,  KS).  (Gateways 
eliminated:  asterisks.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E447).  filed  May  13. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicants 
representative:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  New 
Commercial  and  Instituctional  Fixtures, 
Uncrated  1.  From  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA, 
LA.  MS,  NC,  SC  and  VA,  to  points  in 
Alaska  (‘Greene  County,  AR  and 
Sedgewick  County,  KS).  2.  From  points 
in  AR  to  points  in  Alaska  (‘Sedgewick 
County  KS).  3.  From  points  in  CT,  DE, 
DC.  ME.  MD.  MA.  NH.  NJ,  NY.  PA,  RI. 
VT  and  WV,  to  points  in  Alaska  (‘points 
in  KY).  4.  From  points  in  IL,  IN  and  MO 
to  points  in  Alaska  (‘Sedgewick  County. 
KS).  5.  From  points  in  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Michigan  and  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Alaska  (points  in  KY). 
(Gateways  eliminated:  asterisks.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E448),  filed  May  13. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant's 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  New 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures, 
Crated  1.  From  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL, 

GA,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC  and  VA,  to  points 
in  Alaska  (‘Greene  County.  AR  and 
Sedgewick  County,  KS).  2.  From  points 
in  CT,  DE,  DC.  ME.  MD,  MA.  NH.  N), 

NY.  PA,  RL  VT  and  WV.  to  points  in 
Alaska  (‘points  in  KY).  3.  From  points  in 
n.  and  MO  to  points  in  Alaska 
(‘Sedgewick  County.  KS).  4.  From  points 
in  IN  and  OH  to  points  in  Alaska 


(‘points  in  KY).  (Gateways  eliminated: 
Asterisks.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E449).  filed  May  13. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant's 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures, 
Dncrofet/ From  points  in  AL,  AR,  CT, 

DE.  DC.  FL,  GA.  IL.  IN.  LA.  ME,  MD. 

MA.  MS.  NH,  NJ.  NY,  NC.  OH,  PA.  RI. 
SC,  VT.  VA  and  WV,  to  points  in 
Alaska.  (Gateways  eliminated:  Greene 
County,  AR,  and  Sedgewick  County, 

KS.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E450).  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  UNES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures, 
Crated  From  points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE, 
DC,  FL.  GA,  IL.  IN.  LA.  ME.  MD,  MA. 
MS.  NH.  NJ.  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  RI.  SC. 

VT.  VA  and  WV,  to  points  in  Alaska. 
(Gateway  elininated:  Greene  County, 

AR  and  Sedgewick  County,  KS.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E451),  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988.  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant's 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures 
and  Store  and  Office  Equipment,  Crated 
From  points  in  Lincoln,  Sublette. 
Sweetwater  and  Uinta  Counties,  WY  to 
points  in  Bartholomew,  Brown,  Clark, 
Dearborn,  Decatur,  Fayette,  Floyd, 
Franklin,  Harrison,  Henry,  Jackson, 
Jefferson,  Jennings,  Ohio,  Ripley,  Rush, 
Scott,  Switzerland,  Union,  Washington 
and  Wayne  Counties,  IN.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Greene  County,  AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E452).  filed  May  13. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  UNES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant's 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  New 
Household  Kitchen  Appliances, 
Uncrated  1.  From  points  in  CT,  DE,  DC, 
ME.  MD.  MA,  NH.  NJ.  NY.  PA.  RI.  VT 
and  WV,  to  points  in  Alaska.  2.  From 
points  in  IL,  IN  and  OH,  to  points  in 
Alaska.  (Gateway  eliminated:  points  in 
KY.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E453).  filed  May  13. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant's 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  New 
Household  Kitchen  Appliances,  Crated 
1.  From  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  LA, 


MS,  NC,  SC  and  VA,  to  points  in  Alaska 
(‘Evansville,  IN  and  points  in  KY  38B  + 
27B  +  48A).  2.  From  points  in  CT,  DE, 

ME,  MD,  MA.  NH,  NJ.  NY,  PA,  RI.  VT 
and  WV,  to  points  in  Alaska  (‘points  in 
KY  38A  +  48A).  3.  From  points  in  IL,  IN 
and  OH,  to  points  in  Alaska  (‘points  in 
KY).  (Gateway  eliminated:  asterisk.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E454),  filed  May  16. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant's 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  Church, 
Chapel,  Cathedral  and  Seminary 
Furniture,  Uncrated  From  Janesville.  WI 
to  points  in  Barbour,  Bullock,  Coffee, 
Covington,  Crenshaw,  Dale,  Geneva. 
Henry,  Houston,  Macon,  Montgomery, 
Pike,  Russell,  Baldwin,  Butler,  Choctaw, 
Clarke,  Conecuh,  Dallas,  Escambia, 
Greene,  Hale,  Lawndes,  Marengo, ' 
Mobile,  Monroe.  Perry,  Sumter, 
Washington  and  Wilcox  Counties,  AU 
Clark,  Hempstead,  Howard,  Lafayette, 
Uttle  River,  Miller,  Montgomery, 

Nevada,  Pike,  Polk.  Scott,  Sevier,  Yell 
Ashley.  Bradley,  Calhoun,  Chicot, 
Cleveland,  Columbia,  Dallas,  Desha. 
Drew,  Lincoln,  Quachita,  Union,  Baxter, 
Clay,  Craighead,  Greene,  Crittendon, 
Cross.  Fulton.  Independence,  Izard, 
Jackson,  Lawrence,  Mississippi 
Poinsett,  Randolph,  Saint  Francis,  Sharp, 
Stone,  Woodruff.  Arkansas,  Cleburne, 
Conway,  Faulkner,  Garland,  Granl  Hot 
Springs,  Jefferson,  Lee.  Lonoke,  Monroe, 
Perry.  Phillips,  Prairie,  Pulaski.  Saline 
and  White  Counties,  AR;  points  in  FL; 
Atkinson,  Baker,  Ben  Hill  Berrien,  Bibb. 
Bleckley,  Brooks,  Calhoun, 
Chattahoochee.  Clay.  Clinch,  Coffee, 
Colquitt,  Cook,  Crawford,  Crisp, 

Decatur,  Dodge,  Dooly,  Dougherty, 

Early,  Echols,  Grady,  Harris,  Houston, 
Irwin,  Jones,  Lamar.  Lanier,  Lee, 
Lowndes,  Macon,  Marion,  Meriwether, 
Miller,  Mitchell,  Monroe,  Muscogee, 
Peach,  Pike,  Pulaski,  Quitman, 

Randolph,  Schley,  Seminole,  Stewart, 
Sumter.  Talbot,  Taylor,  Telfair,  Terrell, 
Thomas,  Tift,  Troup,  Turner,  Twiggs, 
Upson.  Webster,  Wilcox  and  Worth 
Counties,  GA;  points  in  LA;  points  in 
MS;  Alfalfa,  Beckham,  Blaine,  Caddo, 
Comanche,  Cotton,  Custer,  Dewey.  Ellis, 
Greer,  Harmon,  Harper,  Jackson,  Kiowa, 
Major,  Roger  Mills,  'Tillman.  Washita, 
Woods,  Woodward,  Atoka,  Bryan, 
Choctaw,  Coal,  Haskell,  Latimer,  • 
LeFlore,  McCurtain,  Pittsburg  and 
Pushmataha  Counties,  OK;  Chester, 
Crockett,  Dyer,  Fayette,  Gibson, 
Hardeman,  Haywood,  Lake,  Lauderdale, 
McNairy,  Madison,  Obion.  Shelby  and 
Tipton  Counties.  TN;  Andrews.  Archer, 
Baylor,  Blanco,  Borden,  Bosque,  Brown, 
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Burnet,  Callahan,  Clay,  Coke,  Coleman, 
Comanche,  Concho,  Cooke,  Coryell, 
Crane,  Crockett,  Crosby,  Dawson, 
Denton,  Dickens,  Eastland,  Ector, 
Edwards,  Erath,  Fisher,  Gaines,  Garza, 
Gillespie,  Glasscock,  Hamilton,  Haskell, 
Hill,  Hood,  Howard,  Irion,  Jack,  Johnson, 
Jones,  Kendall,  Kent,  Kerr,  Kimble,  King, 
Knox,  Lampasas,  Uamo,  Lubbock,  Lynn, 
McCulloch,  McLennan,  Martin,  Mason, 
Menard,  Midland,  Mills,  Mitchell, 
Montague,  Nolan,  Palo  Pinto,  Parker, 
Reagan,  Runnels,  San  Saba,  Schleicher, 
Scurry,  Shackleford,  Somervell, 
Stephens,  Sterling,  Stonewall,  Sutton, 
Tarrant,  Taylor,  Terry,  Throckmorton, 
Tom  Green,  Upton,  Val  Verde,  Wise, 
Yoakum,  Young,  Aransas,  Atascosa, 
Bandera,  Bee,  Bexar,  Brooks,  Cameron, 
Dimmit,  Duval,  Frio,  Goliad,  Hidalgo, 

Jim  Hogg,  Jim  Wells,  Kaines,  Kenedy, 
Kinney,  Kleberg,  LaSalle,  Live  Oak, 
McMullen,  Maverick,  Medina,  Nueces, 
Real,  Refugio,  San  Patricio,  Starr, 
Uvalde,  Webb,  Willacy,  Wilson,  Zapata, 
Zavala,  Brewster,  Culberson,  El  Paso, 
Hudspeth,  Jeff  Davis,  Loving,  Pecos, 
Presidio,  Reeves,  Terrell,  Ward, 

Winkler,  Austin,  Bastrop,  Bell,  Brazoria, 
Brazos,  Burleson,  Caldwell,  Calhoim, 
Chambers,  Colorado,  Comal,  DeWitt, 
Falls,  Fayette,  Fort  Bend,  Galveston, 
Gonzales,  Grimes,  Guadalupe,  Hardin, 
Harris,  Hays,  Houston,  Jackson,  Jasper, 
Jefferson,  Lavaca,  Lee,  Leon,  Liberty, 
Limestone,  Madison,  Matagorda,  Milam, 
Montgomery,  Newton,  Orange,  Polk, 
Robertson,  San  Jacinto,  Travis,  Trinity, 
Tyler,  Victoria,  Walker,  Waller, 
Washington,  Wharton,  Williamson, 
Anderson,  Angelina,  Bowie,  Camp, 

Cass,  Cherokee,  Collin,  Dallas,  Delta, 
Ellis,  Fannin,  Franklin,  Freestone, 
Grayson,  Gregg,  Harrison,  Henderson, 
Hopkins,  Hunt,  Kaufman,  Lamar, 
Marion,  Morris,  Nacogdoches,  Navarro, 
Panola,  Rains,  Red  River,  Rockwall, 
Rusk,  Sabine,  San  Augustine,  Shelby, 
Smith,  Titus,  Upshur,  Van  Zandt  and 
Wood  Counties,  TX.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Greene  County,  AR.) 

MC 107012  (Sub-E455),  filed  May  16, 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above).  Church, 
Chapel,  Cathedral  and  Seminary 
Furniture,  Crated  From  Janesville,  WI  to 
points  in  Barbour,  Bullock,  Coffee, 
Covington,  Crenshaw,  Dale,  Geneva, 
Henry,  Houston,  Macon,  Montgomery, 
Pike,  Russell,  Baldwin,  Butler,  Choctaw, 
Clarke,  Conecuh,  Dallas,  Escambia, 
Greene,  Hale,  Lawndes,  Marengo, 
Mobile,  Monroe,  Perry,  Sumter, 
Washington  and  Wilcox  Counties,  AL: 


Clark,  Hempstead,  Howard,  Lafayette, 
Little  River,  Miller,  Montgomery, 

Nevada.  Pike,  Polk,  Scott,  Sevier,  Yell. 
Ashley.  Bradley,  Calhoim,  Chicot, 
Cleveland,  Columbia,  Dallas,  Desha, 
Drew,  Lincoln,  Quachita,  Union,  Baxter, 
Clay,  Craighead.  Greene,  Crittendon, 
Cross,  Fulton,  Independence,  Izard, 
Jackson,  Lawrence,  Mississippi, 

Poinsett,  Randolph.  Saint  Francis.  Sharp, 
Stone,  Woodruff,  Arkansas.  Cleburne, 
Conway,  Faulkner,  Garland,  Grant,  Hot 
Springs,  Jefferson,  Lee,  Lonoke,  Monroe, 
Perry,  Phillips,  Prairie.  Pulaski,  Saline 
and  White  Counties,  AR;  points  in  FL; 
Atkinson,  Baker,  Ben  Hill,  Berrien,  Bibb. 
Bleckley,  Brooks,  Calhoun, 
Chattahoochee,  Clay,  Clinch,  Coffee, 
Colquitt,  Cook,  Crawford.  Crisp, 

Decatur,  Dodge.  Dooly,  Dougherty, 

Early,  Echols,  Grady,  Harris,  Houston, 
Irwin,  Jones,  Lamar,  Lanier,  Lee, 
Lowndes,  Macon,  Marion,  Meriwether, 
Miller,  Mitchell,  Monroe,  Muscogee, 
Peach,  Pike,  Pulaski,  Quitman, 

Randolph,  Schley,  Seminole,  Stewart, 
Sumter,  Talbot,  Taylor,  Telfair,  Terrell. 
Thomas,  Tift,  Troup,  Turner,  Twiggs, 
Upson,  Webster,  Wilcox  and  Wordi 
Counties,  GA;  points  in  LA;  points  in 
MS;  Alfalfa,  Beckham,  Blaine,  Caddo, 
Comanche,  Cotton,  Custer,  Dewey,  Ellis, 
Greer,  Harmon,  Harper,  Jackson,  Kiowa. 
Major,  Roger  Mills,  Tillman,  Washita. 
Woods,  Woodward,  Atoka,  Bryan, 
Choctaw,  Coal,  Haskell,  Latimer, 
LeFlore»  McCurtain,  Pittsburg  and 
Pushmataha  Counties,  OK;  Chester. 
Crockett,  Dyer,  Fayette,  Gibson, 
Hardeman.  Haywood,  Lake,  Lauderdale, 
McNairy,  Madison,  Obion,  Shelby  and 
Tipton  Counties,  TN;  Andrews,  Archer, 
Baylor,  Blanco,  Borden,  Bosque.  Brown, 
Burnet,  Callahan,  Clay,  Coke,  Coleman, 
Comanche,  Concho,  Cooke,  Coryell, 
Crane,  Crockett  Crosby,  Dawson, 
Denton,  Dickens,  Eastland,  Ector, 
Edwards,  Erath,  Fisher,  Gaines,  Garza, 
Gillespie,  Glasscock,  Hamilton,  Haskell, 
Hill,  Hood,  Howard.  Irion,  Jack,  Johnson, 
Jones,  Kendall,  Kent,  Kerr,  Kimble,  King, 
Knox,  Lampasas,  Uamo,  Lubbock,  Lynn, 
McCulloch,  Mclennan,  Martin,  Mason, 
Menard,  Midland,  Mills,  Mitchell. 
Montague,  Nolan,  Palo  Pinto,  Parker, 
Reagan,  Runnels,  San  Saba,  Schleicher, 
Scurry,  Shackelford,  Somervell, 
Stephens,  Sterling,  Stonewall,  Sutton, 
Tarrant  Taylor,  Terry,  Throckmorton, 
Tom  Green,  Upton,  Val  Verde,  Wise, 
Yoakum,  Young,  Aransas,  Atascosa, 
Bandera,  Bee,  Bexar,  Brooks,  Cameron, 
Dimmit  Duval,  Frio,  Goliad,  Hidalgo, 

Jim  Hogg,  Jim  Wells,  Kaines.  Kenedy, 
Kinney.  Kleberg,  LaSalle.  Uve  Oak. 
McMidlen,  Maverick,  Medina,  Nueces. 
Real,  Refugioy  San  Patricio.  Starr. 
Uvalde,  Webb,  Willacy,  Wilson,  Zapata, 


Zavala,  Brewster,  Culberson,  El  Paso. 
Hudspeth,  Jeff  Davis.  Loving,  Pecos. 
Presi^o,  Reeves,  Terrell,  Ward, 

Winkler,  Austin,  Bastrop,  Bell,  Brazoria. 
Brazos,  Burleson,  Caldwell,  Calhoun, 
Chambers,  Colorado,  Comal,  DeWitt, 
Falls,  Fayette,  Fort  Bend.  Galveston, 
Gonzales.  Grimes,  Gaudalupe,  Hardin. 
Harris.  Hays,  Houston,  Jackson,  Jasper, 
Jefferson.  Lavaca,  Lee,  Leon,  Uberty, 
Limestone,  Madison,  Matagorda,  Milam, 
Montgomery,  Newton,  Orange,  Polk, 
Robertson,  San  Jacinto,  Travis,  Trinity, 
Tyler,  Victoria,  Walker,  Waller, 
Washington,  Wharton,  Williamson, 
Andei^  on,  Angelina,  Bowie,  Camp, 

Cass,  Cherokee,  Collin,  Dallas,  Delta, 
Ellis,  Fannin,  Franklin,  Freestone, 
Ckayson,  Gregg,  Harrison,  Henderson, 
Hopkins,  Himt,  Kaufinan,  Lamar, 

Marion,  Morris,  Nacogdoches,  Navarro, 
Panola,  Rains,  Red  River,  Rockwall, 
Rusk,  Sabine,  San  Augustine,  Shelby, 
Smith,  Titus,  Upshur,  Van  Zandt  and 
Wood  Counties,  TX.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Greene  Coimty,  AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E456),  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC,,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  &  Institutional  Fixtures, 
and  Store  &  Office  Equipment,  Uncrated 
from  points  in  Bartholomew,  Brown, 
Clark,  Dearborn,  Decatur,  Fayette, 

Floyd,  Franklin,  Harrison,  Henry, 
Jackson,  Jefferson,  Jennings,  Ohio, 
Ripley,  Rush,  Scott  Switzerland,  Union, 
Washington  and  Wayne  Counties,  IN  to 
points  in  AR,  CA,  Gai^eld,  Mesa, 

Moffat,  Rio  Blanco,  Routt  Alamosa, 
Archuleta,  Conejos,  Delta,  Dolores, 
Gunnison,  Hinsdale,  La  nata.  Mineral, 
Monteziuna,  Montrose,  Quray,  Rio 
Grande,  Saguache,  San  Juan,  San 
Miguel,  Baca,  Bent  Cheyenne,  Costilla, 
Crowley,  Custer,  Huerfano,  Kiowa.  Las 
Animas,  Lincoln,  Otero,  Prowers  and 
Pueblo  Counties,  CO;  points  in  ID;  Clark, 
Comanche.  Edwards,  Finneyi  Ford. 
Grant  Gray,  Hamilton,  Haskell, 
Hodgeman,  Kearny,  Kiowa,  Meade, 
Morton,  Pawnee,  ^ward,  Stanton  and 
Stevens  Counties,  KS;  Adams,  Amite. 
Franklin,  Jefferson,  Jefferson  Davis, 
Lawrence,  Lincoln,  Marion,  Pike, 
Walthall  and  Wilkinson  Coimties,  MS; 
points  in  NV;  points  in  NM;  points  in 
OK;  points  in  OR;  points  in  UT;  points  in 
WA;  Lincoln,  Sublette,  Sweetwater  and 
Uinta  Counties.  WY.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Greene  County,  AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E4S7).  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne.  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
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representatives:  Sa^dd  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures, 
and  Store  and  Office  Equipment, 
Uncrated.  From  points  in  AR,  CA,  ID, 
NV,  NM.  OK.  OR,  UT  and  WA  to  points 
in  Bartholomew,  Brown,  Clark, 
Dearborn.  Decatur,  Fayette,  Floyd, 
Franklin,  Harrison,  Henry,  Jackson, 
Jefferson,  Jennings,  Ohio.  Itipley,  Rush, 
Scott,  Switzeria^.  Union,  Washington 
and  Wayne  Counties,  IN.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Greene  County,' AR.) 

MC 107012  (Sub-E458).  filed  June  3. 
1974.  Applicant  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant's 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures, 
and  Store  and  Office  Equipment, 
Uncrated.  From  points  in  Garfield. 
Mesa.  Moffat,  Rio  Blanco.  Routt 
Alamosa,  Archuleta,  Conejos.  Delta. 
Dolores.  Gunnison,  Hinsdale,  La  Plata, 
Mineral,  Montezuma,  Montrose,  Quray, 
Rio  Grande.  Saguache,  San  Juan,  San 
Miguel,  Baca,  Bent  Cheyenne,  Costilla, 
Crowley,  Custer,  Huerfano,  Kiowa,  Las 
Animas,  Lincoln,  Otero,  Prowers  and 
Pueblo  Counties,  CO  to  points  in 
Bartholomew,  Brown,  Clark,  Dearborn, 
Decatur,  Fayette,  Floyd,  Franklin, 
Harrison,  Henry,  Jackson,  Jefferson, 
Jennings,  Ohio,  Ripley,  Rush,  Scott 
Switzerland,  Union,  Washington  and 
Wayne  Coimties,  IN.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Ckeene  County,  AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E459).  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant  NORTH  AMHUCAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  48801.  /^plicant’s 
representatives:  Da^d  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures 
and  Store  and  Office  Equipment, 
Uncrated.  From  points  in  Clark, 
Comanche,  Edwards,  Fiimey,  Ford, 
Grant,  Gray,  Hamilton,  Haskell, 
Hodgeman,  Kearny,  Kiowa,  Meade, 
Morton,  PaWnee,  Seward,  Stanton  and 
Stevens  Counties,  KS  to  points  in 
Bartholomew.  Brown,  Qark,  Dearborn, 
Decatur,  Fayette,  Floyd,  Franklin, 
Harrison,  Henry,  Jackson,  Jefferson, 
Jennings,  Ohio,  Ripley,  Rush,  Scott, 
Switzerland,  Union,  Washington  and 
Wayne  Counties,  IN.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Ckeene  Coxmty,  AR,) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E460),  filed  June  3. 
1974,  Applicant  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures 
and  Store  and  Office  Equipment, 


Uncrated.  From  points  in  Adams,  Amite, 
Franklin,  Jefferson,  Jefferson  Davis. 
Lawrence,  Linclon,  Marion,  Pike. 

Walthall  and  Wilkinson  Coimties,  MS  to 
points  in  Bartholomew,  Brown,  Clark, 
Deaibom,  Decatur.  Fayette,  Floyd, 
Franklin.  Harrison,  Henry,  Jadcson, 
Jefferson,  Jeimings,  Ohio,  Wpley,  Rush, 
Scott  Switzerland,  Union,  VVashington 
and  Wayne  Counties,  IN.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Greene  County,  AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E461}.  filed  June  3. 
1974.  Applicant  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9^  Fort 
Wayne.  IN  46801.  Applicant’s ' 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures 
and  Store  and  Office  Equipment, 
Uncrated.  From  points  in  Lincoln, 
Sublette,  Sweetwater  and  Uinta 
Counties.  WY  to  points  in  Bartholomew, 
Brown,  Clark.  Dearborn,  Decatur, 

Fayette,  Floyd  Franklin,  Harrison, 

Henry,  Jacksc^  Jefferson,  Jennings, 

Ohio,  Ripley,  Rush.  Scott,  Switzerland, 
Union,  Washington  and  Wayne 
Counties.  IN.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Greene  Coimty,  AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E463).  filed  June  3. 
1974.  Applicant  NORTH  AMi^UCAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne.  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures 
and  Store  and  Office  Equipment,  Crated. 
From  points  in  AR.  CA  ID.  I^,  NM,  OK, 
OR,  UT  and  WA  to  points  in 
Bartholomew,  Brown,  Clark,  Dearborn, 
Decatur,  Fayette,  Floyd.  Franklin, 
Harrison,  Henry,  Jackson,  Jefferson, 
Jennings,  Ohio.  Ripley,  Rush,  Scott 
Switzerland,  Unimt  Washington  and 
Wayne  Counties,  IN.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Greene  County,  AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E464).  filed  June  3. 
1974.  Applicant  NORTH  AMERICAN* 
VAN  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Cary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  &  Institutional  Fixtures, 
and  Store  B  Office  Equipment,  Crated. 
From  points  in  Garfield,  Mesa,  Moffat. 
Rio  Blanco,  Routt,  Alamosa.  Archuleta, 
Conejos,  Delta,  Dolores,  Gunnison, 
Hinsdale.  La  Plata,  Mineral,  Montezuma, 
Montrose,  Quray,  Rio  Grande,  Saguache. 
San  Juan.  San  Miguel,  Baca,  Bent 
Cheyenne,  Costilla.  Crowley,  Custer, 
Huerfano,  Kiowa,  Las  Animas,  Lincoln, 
Otero.  Prowers,  and  Pueblo  Counties. 

CO  to  points  in  Bartholomew,  Brown, 
Claik,  Dearborn,  Decatur,  Fayette, 

Floyd,  Franklin,  Harrison.  Henry, 
Jackson,  Jefferson.  Jennings,  Ohio. 


Ripley.  Rush,  Scott  Switzerland,  Union, 
Washington  and  Wayne  Counties,  IN. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Greene  County, 
AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E465).  filed  June  3. 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures 
and  Store  and  Office  Equipment,  Crated. 
From  points  in  Clark,  Comanche, 
Edwards,  Fiimey,  Ford,  Grant  &ay, 
Hamilton,  Haskell,  Hodgeman,  Kearny, 
Kiowa.  Meade,  Morton.  Pawnee, 

Seward  Stanton  and  Stevens  Counties. 
KS  to  points  in  Bartholomew,  Brown, 
Clark,  Dearborn,  Decatur.  Fayette, 

Floyd,  Franklin,  Harrison.  Henry, 
Jackson,  Jefferson.  Jeimings,  Ohio, 
Ripley,  Rush,  Scott  Switzerland,  Union, 
Washington  and  Wayne  Counties,  IN. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Greene  County, 
AR.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-E466).  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAl^  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  David  D.  Bishop  and 
Gary  M.  Crist  (same  as  above). 
Commercial  and  Institutional  Fixtures 
and  Store  and  Office  Equipment,  Crated. 
From  points  in  Adams,  Amite,  Franklin, 
Jefferson.  Jefferson  Davis,  Lawrence, 

'  Lincoln,  Marion,  Pike,  Walthall  and 
Wilkinson  Counties.  MS  to  points  in 
Bartholomew,  Brown,  Clark,  Dearborn. 
Decatur.  Fayette.  Floyd,  Franklin. 
Harrison,  Henry,  Jackson,  Jefferson, 
Jennings,  Ohio,  Ripley,  Rush,  Scott, 
Switzerland  Union.  Washington  and 
Wayne  Counties.  IN.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Greene  County.  AR.) 

MC  115826  (Sub-E74),  filed  December 
18, 1977.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY,  INC. 
P.O.  Box  5088  Termina,  Denver,  CO 
80217.  Representative:  William  H. 
Shawn.  Suite  501, 1730  M  St..  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Frozen,  fresh 
and  cured  meats  and  frozen  meat 
products,  from  points  in  CO  in,  east  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  CO-NM 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  85 
to  Colorado  Springs,  then  along  CO 
Hwy  94  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  40,  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  the  CO-KS  State 
line,  to  points  in  OR  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  CA-OR  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  97  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  20,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  20  to 
junction  OR  Hwy  126.  Aen  along  OR 
Hwy  126  to  junction  OR  Hwy  22,  then 
along  OR  Hwy  22  to  junction  I  Hwy  5, 
then  along  1  Hwy  5  to  junction  OR  Hwy 
99E,  then  along  OR  Hwy  99E  to  junction 
I  Hwy  5.  then  along  I  Hwy  5  to  the  OR- 
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WA  State  line,  and  points  in  WA  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  WA-OR 
State  line  extending  along  I  Hwy  5  to 
junction  WA  Hwy  507,  then  along  WA 
Hwy  507  to  junction  WA  Hwy  7,  then 
along  WA  Hwy  7  to  Tacoma,  then  along 
I  Hwy  5  to  Seattle,  then  along  an 
imaginary  line  to  Bremerton,  then  along 
WA  Hwy  3  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  101, 
then  along  U5.  Hwy  101  to  junction  WA 
Hwy  8,  then  along  WA  Hwy  8  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  12,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  12  to  Aberdeen,  then  along  an 
imaginary  line  to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
(Gateways  eliminated:  Alturas,  CA,  and 
Denver,  CO.) 

MC 118831  (Sub-El34].  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Orangeburg,  SC.  to 
Greenville,  TN.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El52),  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley. 

Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St..  NW. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  (A)  between  points  in  SC 
(except  Beaufort,  Charleston, 
Walterboro,  and  Orangeburg)  on,  east 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  NC- 
SC  State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy 
17  to  jimction  SC  Hwy  90,  then  along  SC 
Hwy  90  to  jimction  U.S.  Hwy  501,  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  501  to  jimction  U.S.  Hwy 
378.  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  378  to  junction 
SC  Hwy  41,  then  along  SC  Hwy  41  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  261,  then  along  SC 
Hwy  261  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  301,  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  301  to  junction  SC  Hwy 
4.  then  along  SC  Hwy  4  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  78,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  78  to 
Augusta,  GA,  on  tlH  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  SC  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Augusta,  GA, 
extending  along  SC  Hwy  230  to  junction 
SC  Hwy  283,  then  along  SC  Hwy  283  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  23,  then  along  SC  Hwy 
23  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  221,  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  221  to  junction  SC  Hwy  28  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  178,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  178  to  the  NC-SC  State  line;  (B) 
between  Beaufort  SC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  SC  on,  south 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  GA- 
SC  State  line  extending  along  SC  Hwy 
2d  to  Walhalla,  then  along  SC  Hwy  183 
to  Pickens,  then  along  US  Hwy  178  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  28,  then  along  SC  Hwy 


28  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  221,  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  221  to  junction  SC  Hwy  23. 
then  along  SC  Hwy  23  to  junction  SC 
Hwy  283,  then  along  SC  Hwy  283  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  230,  then  edong  SC 
Hwy  230  to  the  SC-GA  State  line;  and 
(C)  between  Walterboro,  SC.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  SC  on. 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  GA-SC  State  line  extending  along 
SC  Hwy  28  to  Walhalla,  dien  along  SC 
Hwy  183  to  Pickens,  then  along  U.S. 

Hwy  178  to  junction  SC  Hwy  28,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  28  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
-ZZl,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  221  to  junction 
SC  Hwy  23,  then  along  SC  Hwy  23  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  283,  then  along  SC 
Hwy  283  to  jimction  SC  Hwy  230,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  230  to  the  GA-SC  State 
line.  (Gateway  eliminated:  points  in 
Richmond  County,  GA.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El53).  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  Hi^  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St.,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  between  points  in  SC  (except 
Charleston,  Walterboro  and  Beaufort) 
on  and  south  of  line  beginning  at  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  extending  along  U.S. 
Hwys  17  and  701  to  junction  SC  Hwy 
402,  then  along  SC  Hwy  402  to  junction 
Alt.  Hwy  17.  then  along  Alt.  Hwy  17  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  6,  then  along  SC  Hwy 
6  to  junction  unnumbered  highway  near 
Pinopolis,  then  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  176,  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  176  to  junction  SC  Hwy 
173,  then  along  SC  Hwy  173  to  junction 
U.S,  Hwy  78,  Aen  along  U.S,  Hwy  78  to 
North  Augusta,  on  Ae  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  oAer,  points  A  SC  (except 
Greenville)  bordered  on  Ae  east  by  a 
line  beginning  at  Nor  A  Augusta 
extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  25  to 
Greenwood.  Aen  along  U.S.  Hwy  221  to 
Laurens,  then  along  SC  Hwy  49  to  Cross 
Anchor,  Aen  along  SC  Hwy  56  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  150,  Aen  along  SC 
Hwy  150  to  jimction  U.S.  Hwy  176,  Aen 
along  U.S.  Hwy  176  to  junction 
unnumbered  highway  Arough  Glendale, 
Clifton  and  Converse  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  29,  Aen  along  U.S.  Hwy  29  to 
Cowpens,  then  along  SC  Hwy  110  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  11,  Aen  along  SC  Hwy 
11  to  junction  Alt  U.S.  Hwy  221,  Aen 
along  Alt.  U.S.  Hwy  221  to  Ae  NC-SC 
State  lAe,  and  poAts  bordered  on  Ae  ■ 
west  by  a  line  beginning  at  AugusA, 

GA.  extending  along  SC  Hwy  230  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  283,  Aen  along  SC 
Hwy  283  to  jimction  SC  Hwy  23.  Aen 
along  SC  Hwy  23  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 


221,  Aen  along  U.S.  Hwy  221  to  junction 
SC  Hwy  28.  Aen  along  SC  Hwy  28  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  178,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  178  A  Ae  NC-SC  State  line. 
(Gateway  elimAated:  points  A 
Richmond  County,  GA.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El54).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  PoAt,  NC  27263. 
RepresenAtive:  E.  SAphen  Heisley. 

Suite  805, 666  ElevenA  St.  NW. 
Washington.  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  A  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  between  poAts  A  SC  on,  souA 
and  west  of  a  Hne  beginnAg  at  Ae 
Atlantic  Ocean  exAnding  along  U.S. 
Hwy  21  to  junction  SC  Hwy  68,  Aen 
along  SC  Hwy  68  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
278,  Aen  along  U.S.  Hwy  278  to  junction 
SC  Hwy  125,  Aen  along  SC  Hwy  125  to 
North  Augusta,  on  Ae  one  hand,  and,  on 
Ae  other,  poinA  A  SC  bordered  on  Ae 
east  by  a  lAe  beginning  at  North 
Augusta  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  25  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  121,  Aen  along  SC 
Hwy  121  to  junction  UJS.  Hwy  21,  Aen 
along  U.S.  Hwy  21  to  Ae  SC-^C  State 
line,  and  poAA  bordered  on  Ae  west  by 
a  lAe  beginning  at  North  Augusta 
extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  25  A 
Greenwood,  Aen  aAng  U.S.  Hwy  221  to 
Laurens,  then  along  SC  Hwy  49  A  Cross 
Anchor,  Aen  along  SC  Hwy  56  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  150.  Aen  along  SC 
Hwy  150  tc  junction  U.S.  Hwy  176,  Aen 
along  U.S.  Hwy  176  A  junction 
unnumbered  highway.  Aen  along 
unnumbered  highway  through  Glendale, 
Clifton  and  Converse  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  29,  Aen  along  U.S.  Hwy  29  to 
Cowpens.  Aen  along  SC  Hwy  110  to 
junction  SC  Hwy  11,  Aen  along  SC  Hwy 
11  to  junction  Alt  U.S.  Hwy  221,  Aen 
along  Alt.  U.S.  Hwy  221  to  Ae  NC-SC 
State  line.  (Gateway  elimAated:  poAA 
in  Richmond  County,  GA.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El5e).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  PoAt  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 
Suite  805, 666  ElevenA  St,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  A  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  between  Walterboro,  SC,  on 
Ae  one  hand,  and,  on  the  oAer,  points 
in  SC  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Ae  Savannah  River  Plant  extending 
along  SC  Hwy  125  to  junction  Old  U.S. 
Hwy  1,  Aen  along  Old  U.S.  Hwy  1 
through  Clearwater,  Ba A.  Langley,  and 
Warrenville  to  junction  SC  Hwy  19,  Aen 
along  SC  Hwy  19  to  junction  SC  Hwy 
121,  then  along  SC  Hwy  121  to  Saluda, 
Aen  along  SC  Hwy  39  to  junction  SC 
Hwy  34,  then  along  SC  Hwy  34  to 
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Chappells,  then  along  SC  Hwy  56  to 
Clinton,  then  along  SC  Hwy  49  through 
Union  to  junction  SC  Hwy  97,  then  along 
SC  Hwy  97  to  junction  SC  Hwy  5,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  5  to  Blacksburg. 

(Gateway  eliminated:  Richmond  County, 
GA.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El57),  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Acme,  NC,  to  points  in  FL  (except 
points  east  of  a  line  begiiming  at  the 
GA-FL  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Hwy  301  to  junction  FL  Hwy  316,  then 
along  FL  Hwy  316  to  junction  FL  Hwy 
19,  then  along  FL  Hwy  19  to  junction  FL 
Hwy  40  east  of  Ormond  Beach). 
(Gateway  eliminated:  points  in  SC  and 
Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El58),  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Beaufort  County,  NC,  to 
points  in  FL.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
points  in  SC  and  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El59),  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Laurinburg,  NC,  to  points  in  FL 
(except  points  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  GA-FL  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Hwy  441  to  Lake  City,  then  along  I 
Hwy  75  to  Orlando,  then  along  FL  Hwy 
528  to  Merritt  Island).  (Gateway 
eliminated:  points  in  SC  and  Charlotte, 
NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El60).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley. 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles. 


from  Lumberton,  NC.  to  points  in  FL 
(except  points  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  GA-FL  State  line  extending  along  FL 
Hwy  127  to  Sanderson,  then  along  FL 
Hwy  229  to  Lake  Butler,  then  along  FL 
Hwy  121  to  Gainesville,  then  along  FL 
Hwy  20  to  Hawthorne,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  301  to  Citra,  then  along  FL  Hwy 
200-A  to  junction  FL  Hwy  316  to  Kerr 
City,  then  along  FL  Hwy  40  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  17,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  17  to 
DeLand,  then  along  FL  Hwy  44  to  New 
Smyrna  Beach).  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Charlotte,  NC,  and  points  in  SC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El61),  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road.  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley. 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW.,' 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Pisgah  Forest,  NC,  to  points  in  FL 
in  and  south  of  Levy.  Marion  and 
Volusia  Counties,  (Gateway  eliminated: 
points  in  SC  and  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El62),  filed  April  19.~ 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Wilmington,  NC,  to  points  in  FL  in 
and  south  of  Manatee,  De  Soto,  Glades 
and  Palm  Beach  Counties,  and  points  in 
and  west  of  Leon  and  Wakulla  Counties. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Charlotte.  NC, 
and  points  in  SC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El 63).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388. 
Uwharrie  Road.  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley. 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Greenville  SC,  to  points  in  FL  on, 
east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Clearwater  extending  along  FL  Hwy  60 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  92,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  92  to  Kissimmee,  then  from 
Kissimmee  along  an  imaginary  straight 
line  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean  at  Cocoa. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El64).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road.  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 


petrochemicals  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Spartanburg,  SC,  to  points  in  FL  on. 
east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Cedar-Key  extending  along  FL  Hwy  24 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  301,  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  301  to  junction  FL  Hwy  16, 
then  along  FL  Hwy  16  to  junction  FL 
Hwy  215,  dien  along  FL  Hwy  215  to 
Orange  Park,  then  along  I  Hwy  295  to 
junction  Alt  U.S.  Hwy  1,  then  along  Alt. 
U.S.  Hwy  1  to  junction  FL  Hwy  10,  then 
along  FL  Hwy  10  to  the  Atlantic  Oceap. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El65),  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St..  NW. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  fertilizer  and 
vegetable  oils),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
firom  Anderson,  SC,  to  points  in  AL  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  AL¬ 
GA  State  line  extending  along  AL 
Secondary  Route  56  to  junction  AL  Hwy 
48,  then  along  AL  Hwy  48  to  junction  AL 
Hwy  9  at  Ashland,  then  along  AL  Hwy 
77  to  Talladega,  then  along  Alternate 
Hwy  231  to  junction  AL  Hwy  34,  then 
along  AL  Hwy  34  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
78,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  78  to  junction  1 
Hwy  20,  then  along  I  Hwy  20  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  78,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  78  to 
Graysville,  then  along  AL  Secondary 
Route  12  to  Flat  Creek,  then  along  AL 
Secondary  Route  61  to  Cardova,  then 
along  AL  Secondary  Route  20  to  junction 
AL  Hwy  69,  then  along  AL  Hwy  69  to 
junction  AL  Hwy  124,  then  along  AL 
Hwy  124  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  78.  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  78  to  Guin,  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  278  to  the  AL-MS  State  lin^. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Lanett,  AL.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El66).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E,  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St..  NW. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  fertilizer  and 
vegetable  oils),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Greenville,  SC,  to  points  in  AL  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  AL¬ 
MS  State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy 
278  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  78,  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  78  to  junction  AL  Hwy  34, 
then  along  AL  Hwy  34  to  junction  AL 
Hwy  77,  then  along  AL  Hwy  77  to 
junction  AL  Hwy  9,  then  along  AL  Hwy 
9  to  junction  AL  Hwy  48,  then  along  AL 
Hwy  48  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  431,  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  431  to  junction  AL  Hwy 
22,  then  along  AL  Hwy  22  to  the  AL-GA 
State  line.  (Gateway  eliminated:  I,anett. 
AL) 
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MC 118831  (Sub-El67),  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388. 
Uwhanie  Road.  High  Point.  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley. 

Suite  805. 666  Eleventh  St..  NW. 
Washington.  DC  20001.  Petrochemicals 
(except  fertilizer  and  vegetable  oils),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Leeds,  SC.  to 
points  in  AL  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Charlotte,  NC.  and  Lanett.  AL). 

MC  118831  (Sub-El87).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road.  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805.  666  Eleventh  St..  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Petrochemicals 
(except  fertilizer  and  vegetable  oils),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  firam  Leeds,  SC,  to 
points  in  AL  (Gateway  eleminated: 
Charlotte,  NC,  and  Lanett,  AL)  s 

MC  118831  (Sub-El68).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC..  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27283. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St.  NW. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  fertilizer  and 
vegetable  oils),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
fi-om  Orangeburg.  SC.  to  points  in  AL 
on.  north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
GA-AL  State  line  extending  along  AL 
Hwy  10  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  431,  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  431  to  junction  AL  Hwy 
134,  then  along  AL  Hwy  134  to  junction 
AL  Hwy  123,  ttien  along  AL  Hwy  123  to 
junction  AL  Hwy  103,  then  along  AL 
Hwy  103  to  the  AL-FL  State  line. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Lanett,  AL.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El69).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley. 
Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  fertilizer  and 
vegetable  oils),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Charleston,  SC,  to  points  in  MS  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  MS- 
LA  State  line  extending  along  MS  Hwy 
27  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  98,  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  51  through  Brookhaven  to 
junction  MS  Hwy  27,  then  along  MS 
Hwy  27  to  Vicksburg,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  61  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  49,  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  49  to  the  AR-MS  State 
line.  (Gateway  eliminated:  Charlotte, 
NC,  and  Lanett,  AL) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El70).  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road^  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 
Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St,  NW., 


Washington,  D.G  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer,  and  vegetable  oils), 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
NC  (except  Charlotte)  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  NC-GA  State  line 
extending  along  NC  Hwy  106  to 
Highland,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  64  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  276,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  276  to  junction  I  Hwy  40,  then 
along  I  Hwy  40  to  the  TN-NC  State  line, 
to  points  in  MS.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Lanett,  AL  and  points  in  SC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El71),  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  . 
Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St..  NW., 
Washington,  D.C  20001.  Dimethyl 
terephtalate,  molten,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  fit)m  Old  Hickory,  TN,  to 
points  in  SC  and  points  in  VA  on  an  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  NC-VA  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  220  to 
Martinsville,  then  along  VA  Hwy  57  to 
Chatham,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  29  to 
Lynchburg,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  501  to 
junction  I  Hwy  81,  then  along  I  Hwy  81 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  11,  then  along  U.S.  ' 
Hwy  11  to  the  VA-WV  State  line. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  points  in 
Transylvania  County.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El72),  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Dimethyl 
terephthalate,  molten,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Old  Hickory,  TN,  points 
in  NC  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  NC-GA  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Hwy  23  northeastward  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  70,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  70  to 
junction  NC  Hwy  16,  then  along  NC 
Hwy  18  to  jimction  NC  Hwy  268,  then 
along  NC  Hwy  268  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
601,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  601  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  52,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  52  to 
the  NC-VA  State  line.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  points  in  Transylvania,  NC 
and  SC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El73)  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.  NW.. 
Washington.  DC  20001.  Dimethyl 
terephthalate,  molten,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Old  Hickory,  TN,  to  point 
in  DE,  NJ,  CT,  MA,  RI  and  points  in  MD, 
PA,  and  NY  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  MD-WV  State  line 
extending  along  US  Hwy  11  to 


Binghamton.  NY,  then  along  NY  Hwy  12 
to  Norwich,  then  along  NY  Hwy  80  to 
junction  NY  Hwy  5,  then  to  Amsterdam, 
then  along  NY  Hwy  67  to  junction  NY 
Hwy  50,  then  along  NY  Hwy  50  to 
junction  US  Hwy  9,  then  along  US  Hwy 
9  to  junction  I  Hwy  87,  then  along  I  Hwy 
87  to  the  US-CD  International  Boimdary 
line.  (Gateway  eliminated:  points  in  SC. 
Charlotte.  NC.  and  points  in 
Transylvania  Coimty,  NG) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El74)  filed  April  19. 
1976.  Applicant  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley. 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St,  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  ai^ydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Greensboro,  NC,  to  points  in  NY  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Westport  extending  along  NY  Hwy  N-9 
to  junction  NY  Hwy  73,  then  along  NY 
Hwy  73  to  junction  NY  Hwy  86,  then 
along  NY  Hwy  86  to  Junction  NY  Hwy  3. 
then  along  NY  Hwy  3  to  junction  NY 
Hwy  56,  then  along  NY  Hwy  56  to 
Potsdam,  then  along  US  Hwy  11  to 
Canton,  then  along  NY  Hwy  68  to 
Ogdensburg,  NY.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
points  in  SC  and  Charlotte,  NC) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El75)  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  ai^ydrous 
ammonia,  fertilizer,  and  fertilizer 
materials),  in  bulk,  from  High  Point  NC. 
to  points  in  CT,  MA,  NY,  and  RI  on,  east 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Charlestown  extending  along  RI  Hwy 
112  to  junction  RI  Hwy  138,  then  along 
RI  Hwy  138  to  Wyoming,  then  along  I 
Hwy  95  to  junction  RI  Hwy  102,  then 
along  RI  Hwy  102  to  junction  RI  Hwy  94, 
then  along  RI  Hwy  94  to  junction  US 
Hwy  44,  then  along  US  Hwy  44  to 
Putnam,  CT,  then  along  CT  Hwy  12  to 
junction  CT  Hwy  131,  fiien  along  CT 
Hwy  131  to  junction  MA  Hwy  131.  then 
along  MA  Hwy  131  to  Sturbridge,  then 
along  US  Hwy  20  to  junction  MA  Hwy 
181,  then  along  MA  Hwy  161  to  junction 
US  Hwy  202,  then  along  US  Hwy  202  to 
Granby,  then  along  MA  Hwy  47  to 
Hadley,  then  along  MA  Hwy  9  through 
Northampton  and  Windsor  to  junction 
MA  Hwy  8-A,  then  along  MA  Hwy  116 
to  Adams,  then  along  MA  Hwy  8 
through  North  Adams  to  junction  MA 
Hwy  2,  then  along  MA  Hwy  2  to 
junction  NY  Hwy  2.  then  along  NY  Hwy 
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2  to  junction  NY  Hwy  22.  then  along  NY 
Hwy  22  to  junction  NY  Hwy  7,  then 
along  NY  Hwy  7  through  Boyntonville 
and  Pittatown  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway,  then  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  Johnaonville,  then  along  NY 
Hwy  67  to  Amsterdam,  then  along  NY 
Hwy  5  to  Little  Falls,  then  along  NY 
Hwy  169  to  junction  NY  Hwy  28,  then 
along  NY  Hwy  28  to  junction  NY  Hwy 
12,  then  along  NY  Hwy  12  to 
Watertown,  then  along  NY  Hwy  3  to 
Lackets  Harbor.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
points  in  SC  and  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-El77)  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point,  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St..  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Liquid  ' 
petrochemcials,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  SC  bounded  on 
the  west  by  the  western  boimdaries  of 
Dillon,  Florence,  Williamsburg  and 
Georgetown  Counties  and  bounded  on 
the  east  by  a  line  beginning  at 
Georgetown,  SC,  extending  along  US 
Hwy  17  to  junction  SC  Hwy  51,  then 
along  SC  Hwy  51  to  junction  SC  Hwy  41. 
then  along  SC  Hwy  41  to  junction  SC 
Hwy  41-A,  then  along  SC  Hwy  41-A  to 
junction  US  Hwy  501,  then  along  US 
Hwy  501  to  the  NC-SC  State  line,  to 
points  in  MD  and  DE  on  and  north  of  a 
line  begining  at  the  DC-MD  State  line 
extending  along  US  Hwy  50  to  junction 
MD  Hwy  404,  then  along  MD  Hwy  404  to 
junction  DE  Hwy  404,  then  along  DE 
Hwy  404  to  junction  DE  Hwy  18,  then 
along  DE  Hwy  18  to  Cape  Henlopen. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Charlotte,  NC.) 

H.  G.  Homme,  )r.. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19535  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am| 

BUXmG  CODE  7035-01-M 


IFinance  Docket  28799  (Sub-No.  1)] 

St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Co. 
Purchase  (Portion) — William  M. 
Gibbons,  Trustee  of  the  Property  of 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.,  Debtor 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Office  of  Policy  and 
Analysis,  Energy  and  Environment 
Branch. 

action:  Notice  of  withdrawal  of  draft 
environmental  impact  statement 
prepared  in  above-entitled  proceeding. 

summary:  On  May  15, 1979  the  Energy 
and  Environment  Branch  served  on  a 
number  of  parties  a  copy  of  a  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  (DEIS) 


pr^ared  in  (he  above-entitled 
proceeding.  It  has  since  been 
determined  that  the  DEIS  was  deficient 
in  that  it  failed  to  address  alternatives 
to  and  cumulative  impacts  of  the 
proposed  federal  action.  For  this  reason, 
the  Energy  and  &ivironment  Branch  is 
withdrawing  the  DEIS  which  has  been 
served. 

A  new  DEIS  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
served  and  hand  carried  to  the 
Environmental  Protection  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  on  August  22, 1979. 
Assuming  that  the  new  draft  statement 
is  acceptable  to  EPA,  EPA  will  publish 
notice  of  the  availability  of  the  DEIS  by 
August  31, 1979.  All  parties  will  be 
allowed  45  days  (until  roughtly  October 
15, 1979)  to  file  comments  on  the  new 
DEIS.  A  final  environmental  impact 
statement  (FEIS)  will  be  served  on 
November  28, 1979.  It  is  anticipated  that 
environmental  hearings  on  the  FEIS  will 
commence  on  or  about  December  12, 
1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Steve  Botts,  Telephone:  (202)  275-7917. 
H.  G.  Homme,  )r.,  ~ 

^Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-19533  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am| 
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[Notice  No.  107] 

Motor  Carrier  Temporary  Authority 
Applications 

)une  18, 1979. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the  date 
the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register.  One 
copy  of  the  protest  must  be  served  on 
the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protestant 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protest  must  identify  the 
operating  authority  upon  which  it  is 
predicated,  specifying  the  “MC”  docket 
and  “Sub"  number  and  quoting  the 
particular  portion  of  authority  upon 
which  it  relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall 
specify  the  service  it  can  and  will 
provide  and  the  amount  and  type  of 
equipment  it  will  make  available  for  use 
in  connection  with  the  service 
contemplated  by  the  TA  application. 

The  weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be 
governed  by  the  completeness  and 


pertinence  of  the  iMroteatant's 
information. 

Except  as  odimwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applioent  states  that  there 
will  be  no  si^iificant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  envtromnent 
resulting  from  approval  of  its 
application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C..  and  also 
in  the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 

Note. — ^All  a{^Iications  seek  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier' over  irregular 
routes  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

MC  111729  (Sub-757TA).  filed  May  8. 
1979.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  NY  11042. 
Representative:  Elizabeth  L.  Henoch. 
Staff  Vice  President  (same  address  as 
applicant).  General  Commodities 
(except  articles  of  unusual  value. 

Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (a)  between  points 
in  AR  and  TO;  (b)  between  points  in  AR. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  on  and  north  of  MS  Hwy  #  80;  (c) 
between  points  in  and  west  of  ' 
Montgomery.  Dickson,  Hickman.  Lewis 
and  Lawrence  Counties,  TO.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  and 
north  of  MS  Hwy  #  80,  Restricted  (1) 
against  the  transportation  of  packages 
weighing  more  than  50  pounds;  (2) 
against  the  transportation  of  packages 
or  articles  weighing  in  the  aggregate 
more  than  100  pounds  fi-om  one 
consignor  at  one  location  to  one 
consignee  at  one  location,  in  any  one 
day,  for  90  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  90  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  TTiere  are  twenty  five  (25) 
supporting  shippers.  Their  statements 
may  be  examined  at  the  office  listed 
below  and  headquarters.  Send  protests 
to:  Maria  B.  Kejss,  TA,  ICC,  26  Federal 
Plaza.  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  )r., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-19528  Filed  6-21-79;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  674] 

Allocation  of  Aggregate  Sugar  Import 
Quota  in  Conformity  With  the 
International  Sugar  Agreement,  1977 
and  Pursuant  to  Proclamation  4663 

agency:  Department  of  State. 

ACTION:  Allocation  of  Aggregate  Sugar 
Import  Quota. 

summary:  This  notice  contains  the 
allocation  of  the  aggregate  sugar  import 
quota  among  foreign  countries, 
established  by  a  designee  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  after  appropriate 
consultations  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Special  Trade 
Representative  and  notice  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs.  Pursuant  to 
Proclamatidn  4663,  this  allocation  is  in 
conformity  with  the  International  Sugar 
Agreement,  1977,  which  the  United 
States  is  applying  provisionally.  The 
principal  new  effect  of  this  allocation  is 
to  allow  sugar  imports  from  Austria  and 
Haiti,  which  have  become  members  of 
the  International  Sugar  Agreement  since 
issuance  of  Proclamantion  4610. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Marshall  P.  Adair,  Deputy  Chief, 

Tropical  Products  Division,  Bureau  of 
Economic  and  Business  Affairs  (202) 
632-1490. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Proclamation  4610  (43  FR  56869] 
amended  Headnote  3  of  Subpart  A,  Part 
10,  Schedule  1  (“Headnote  3”)  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States  (19 
U.S.C  1202,  referred  to  as  'TSUS”)  to 
establish  an  annual  aggregate  import 
quota  of  6,900,000  short  tons,  raw  value 
of  sugars,  sirups  and  molasses  described 
in  items  155.20  and  155.30  of  the  TSUS; 
to  allocate  a  large  portion  of  that  quota 
to  certain  named  countries  which  were 
then  parties  or  provisional  parties  to  the 
International  Sugar  Agreement,  1977; 
and  to  allocate  a  smaller  portion  to 
Taiwan.  That  proclamation  was 
designed  substantially  to  bring  the 
United  States  into  conformity  with 
certain  provisions  of  the  International 
Sugar  Agreement,  1977. 

Since  issuance  of  Proclamation  4610, 
Austria  and  Haiti  have  become  parties 
to  that  Agreement.  Principally  to  take 
account  of  this  and  future  such  changes 
in  membership  in  the  International 
Sugar  Agreement,  1977,  Proclamation 
4663  (44  FR  30663)  amended  Headnote  3 
of  TSUS  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 


State  or  his  designee  to  allocate  the 
sugar  quota  among  supplying  countries 
or  areas  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
conform  with  the  provisions  of  the 
International  Sugar  Agreement,  1977. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  Proclamation 
4663,  in  conformity  with  the 
International  Sugar  Agreement,  1977, 
and  after  appropriate  consultations  with 
and  notice  to  other  interested  agencies, 
the  sugar  import  quota  has  been 
allocated  as  described  below. 

Dated:  June  20, 1979. 

Julius  L.  Katz, 

Assistant  Secretrr  for  Economic  and  Busi¬ 
ness  Affairs.  - 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State 
Washington,  fune  15, 1979. 

Mr.  Robert  E.  Chasen, 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Commissioner  Chasen:  Presidential 
Proclamation  No.  4663,  of  May  24, 1979,  gives 
the  Secretary  of  State  or  his  designee  the 
authority  to  allocate  the  sugar  import  quota 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  conform  with 
provisions  of  the  International  Sugar 
Agreement  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
appointed  me  as  his  designee,  and 
appropriate  consultations  with  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  and  thr  Special  Trade 
Representative  have  been  undertaken. 

Iherefore,  pursuant  to  that  proclamation; 
and  in  conformity  with  Headnote  3  of 
Subpart  A  Part  10,  Schedule  1  of  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States  (19  U.S.C. 
Section  1202,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
‘TSUS”)  and  with  the  International  Sugar 
Agreement,  1977;  you  are  directed,  effective 
the  day  following  publication  of  this  letter  in 
the  Federal  Re^ster,  for  the  two-year  period 
beginning  on  January  1, 1978  and  extending 
through  December  31, 1979,  to  implement  the_ 
following  quotas  for  the  entry,  or  withdrawal 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  in  the 
United  States  of  sugars,  sirups  and  molasses 
described  in  TSUS  itens  155.20  and  155.30 
and  produced  by  foreign  countries: 

1.  The  total  amount  of  sugars,  sirups,  and 
molasses  described  in  TSUS  items  155.20  and 
155.30,  the  products  of  all  foreign  countries 
entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  in  any  calendar  year  shall  not 
exceed,  in  the  aggregate,  6,900,000  short  tons, 
raw  value.  For  these  purposes  the  term  “raw 
value”  means  the  equivalent  of  such  articles 
in  terms  of  ordinary  commercial  raw  sugar 
testing  96  degrees  by  the  polariscope  as 
determined  in  accordance  with  relations 
issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Treasury.  The 
principal  grades  and  types  of  sugar  shall  be 
translated  into  terms  of  raw  value  in  the 
following  matmeR 

(i)  For  articles  described  in  item  155.20,  by 
multipl3ring  the  number  of  pounds  thereof  by 

<  the  greater  of  0.93,  or  1.07  less  0.0175  by  each 
degree  of  polarization  under  100  degrees  (and 
fraction  of  a  degree  in  proportion). 

(ii)  For  articles  described  in  item  155.30,  by 


multiplying  the  number  of  pounds  of  the  total 
sugars  thereof  (the  sum  of  the  sucrose  and 
reducing  or  invert  sugars]  by  1.07. 

(iii)  lie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall 
establish  methods  for  translating  sugar  into 
the  terms  of  raw  value  for  any  special  grade 
or  type  of  sugar  for  which  he  determines  that 
the  raw  value  cannot  be  measured 
adequately  under  the  above  provisions. 

2.  The  quota  of  210,987  short  tons,  raw 
value,  established  by  Proclamation  No.  4610, 
for  entry,  or  withdrawal  from  warehouse,  for 
consiunption  in  the  United  States  in  the 
period  from  January  1, 1978  to  December  31, 
1979,  of  sugars,  sirups,  and  molasses,  the 
products  of  Taiivan,  remains  unchanged. 

3.  Proclamation  No.  4610  established  an 
aggregate  quota  of  150,544  short  tons,  raw 
value,  for  entry,  or  withdrawal  from  . 
warehouse,  for  consumption  in  the  United 
States  in  the  period  from  January  1, 1978  to 
December  31, 1979  of  sugars,  sirups,  and 
molasses,  the  products  of  all  foreign  countries 
which  were  not  therein  listed.  The  listed 
coimtries  were  the  then  members  or 
provisional  members  of  the  International 
Sugar  Agreement  (ISA).  Since  that  time, 
Austria  and  Haiti  have  become  members  of 
the  ISA  Therefore,  in  conformity  with  the 
ISA  the  aggregate  quota  of  150,544  short 
tons,  raw  value,  established  by  Proclamation 
No.  4610  is  reduced  to  144,090  short  tons,  raw 
value,  for  all  foreign  countries  which  are  not 
now  members  or  provisional  members  of  the 
ISA  Haiti  and  Austria  are  now  added  to  the 
list  of  members  and  provisional  members  of 
the  ISA  which  is  as  follows: 

Argentina,  Australia,  Austria,  Bangladesh, 
Barbados,  Belize,  Bolivia,  Brazil,  Bulgaria, 
Canada,  Costa  Rica,  Cuba,  Dominican 
Republic,  Ecuador,  Egypt,  El  Salvador,  Fiji. 
Finland,  German  Democratic  Republic, 
Guatemala,  Gyana,  Haiti,  Honduras, 

Hungary,  India,  Indonesia,  Iraq,  Jamaica. 
Japan,  Kenya,  Republic  of  Korea, 

Madagascar,  Malawi,  Mauritius,  Mexico, 
Mozambique,  New  Zealand,  Nicaragua, 
Norway,  Pakistan,  Panama,  Paraguay,  Peru, 
Philippines,  Portugal,  Singapore,  South 
Africa,  St.  Christopher-Nevis-  Anguilla, 
Swaziland,  Sweden,  Thailand,  Trinidad  and 
Tobago,  Uganda,  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics,  Venezuela,  and  Yugoslavia. 

I  note,  with  regard  to  paragraph  3  above, 
that  the  previous  aggregate  quota  of  150,544 
short  tons,  raw  value,  for  the  1976-1979 
period  had  already  been  exhausted.  The 
above  modiBcation  of  the  amount  of  this 
quota  therefore  has  no  practical  effect,  since 
under  this  allocation  no  more  sugars,  sirups, 
or  molasses,  the  products  of  foreign  countries 
other  than  those  which  are  listed  herein,  may 
be  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse, 
for  consumption  in  the  United  States  in  the 
period  from  January  1, 1978  to  December  31, 
1979. 

However,  sugars,  sirups,  and  molasses 
which  have  been  released  frY>m  the  custody 
of  the  US  Customs  Service  under  the 
provisions  of  19  U.S.C.  Section  1448  (b)  prior 
to  the  effective  date  of  this  directive  shall  not 
be  denied  entry  under  this  directive. 
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The  quotas  set  forth  above  are  subject  to 
adjustment  in  the  future  to  remain  in 
conformity  with  the  International  Sugar 
Agreement,  1977. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the  entry, 
or  withdrawal  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  in  the  United  State  of  certain 
sugars,  sirups,  and  molasses  produced  by 
foreign  countries  has  been  determined  to 
involved  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the 
United  States.  Therefore,  the  directions  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  being  necessary  to 
the  implementation  of  such  actions,  fall 
within  the  foreign  affairs  exception  to  the 
rule-making  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  Section 
553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Julius  L  Katz, 

|FR  Doc  79-18724  Filed  8-21-79:  lft4&im) 
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[M-227,  Arndt  3;  19  June  1979] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Notice  of  addition  and  closure  of  item 
to  the  June  20, 1979,  meeting  agenda. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  June  20, 1979. 

place:  Room  1027  (open).  Room  1011 
(closed),  1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

subject: 

20.  United  States  Position  for  Negotiations 
with  the  Philippines  (Memo  8925,  BIA). 

STATUS:  Closed. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT.  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary,  (202)  673-5068. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Negotiations  with  the  Philippines  are 
scheduled  to  begin  June  25.  The  short 
notice  request  is  necessary  because  the 
Board  needs  to  prepare  for  an  inter¬ 
agency  meeting  on  this  matter  to  take 
place  during  the  week  of  June  18. 
Accordingly,  the  following  Members 
have  voted  that  agency  business 
requires  that  the  Board  meet  on  this  item 
on  less  than  seven  days’  notice  and  that 
no  earlier  announcement  of  the  meeting 
was  possible: 

Chairman,  Marvin  S.  Cohen 
Member,  Richard  J.  O’Melia 
Member,  Gloria  Schaffer 

This  meeting  concerns  strategy  and 
positions  to  be  taken  by  the  United 
States  in  negotiations  with  the 
Philippines.  Public  disclosures, 
particularly  to  foreign  governments,  of 
opinions,  evaluations,  and  strategies 
relating  to  the  issues  could  seriously 
compromise  the  ability  of  the  United 
States  Delegation  to  achieve  agreements 
which  would  be  in  the  best  interests  of 
the  United  States.  Accordingly,  the 
following  Members  have  voted  that  the 
meeting  on  this  subject  would  involve 
matters  the  premature  disclosure  of 
which  would  likely  to  significantly 
frustrate  implementation  of  proposed 
agency  action  within  the  meaning  of  the 
exemption  provided  under  5  U.S.C. 
552(c)(9)(B)  and  14  CFR  Section 
310b.5(9)(B)  and  that  the  meeting  on  this 
item  should  be  closed: 
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Member,  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey,  Member, 
Gloria  Schaffer. 

Assistants  to  Board  Members. — ^Mr.  David  M. 
Kirstein,  Mr.  James  L  Deegan,  Mr.  Richard 
Klem,  and  Mr.  Stephen  H.  Lachter. 

Office  of  the  Managing  Director. — Mr. 
Cressworth  Lander. 

Executive  Assistant  to  Managing  Director. — 
Mr.  John  R.  Hancock. 

Office  of  the  General  Director. — ^Mr.  Michael 
E.  Levine. 

Bureau  of  International  Affairs, — ^Mr.  Sanford 
Rederer,  Mr.  James  McMahon,  Mr.  Rosario 
J.  Scibilia,  Mr.  David  A.  Levitt,  Mr.  Edward 
Wilbur,  and  Mr.  Ron  Miller. 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel. — ^Mr.  Philip  J. 
Bakes,  Jr.,  Mr.  Gary  Edles,  and  Mr.  Peter 
Schwarzkopf. 

Bureau  of  Domestic  Aviation. — ^Ms.  Barbara 
A  Clark. 

Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection. — ^Mr.  Reuben 
B.  Robertson,  Ms.  Patricia  Kennedy,  and 
Mr.  John  T.  Golden. 

Office  of  Economic  Analysis. — ^Mr.  Robert  H. 

Frank,  Mr.  Larry  Manheim. 

Office  of  the  Secretary. — ^Mrs.  Phyllis  T. 
Kaylor,  Ms.  Deborah  A  Lee,  and  Ms. 
Louise  Patrick. 

General  Counsel  Certifrcation 

I  certify  that  this  meeting  may  be 
closed  to  the  public  under  5  U.S.C. 
552(c)(9)(B)  and  14  CFR  Section 
310b.5(9)(B)  and  that  this  meeting  may 
be  closed  to  public  observation. 

PhU  Bakes,  Jr., 

General  Counsel. 

[8-1250-79  FUed  0-20-79;  3:20  pm] 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  11  a.m.,  June  29, 1979. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  8th  Floor  Conference  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Market  surveillance  matters. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Jane  Stuckey.  254-6314. 

(S-1248-79  Filed  0-20-79;  3:09  pm] 
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[M-227,  Arndt  2;  June  19, 1979.] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Notice  of  addition  of  item  to  the  June 
20, 1979,  meeting  agenda. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  June  20, 1979. 

place:  Room  1027, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

SUBJECT. 

6a.  Docket  35603:  National  Airline 
Commission  T/A  Air  Niugini  application  for 
exemption  to  operate  scheduled  service 
between  Papua,  New  Guinea  and  Honolulu 
(BIA). 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary,  (202)  673-5068. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATON:  Member 
O'Melia  requested  that  this  item  be 
placed  on  the  agenda  for  the  June  20, 
1979  meeting  to  insure  that  Air  Niugini 
can  commence  service  as  planned  on 
July  7, 1979.  Accordingly,  the  following 
Members  has  voted  that  agency 
business  requires  the  addition  of  Item  6a 
to  the  June  20, 1979  agenda  and  that  no 
earlier  announcement  of  this  addition 
was  possible. 

Chairman,  Marvin  S.  Cohen 
Member.  Richard  J.  O'Melia 
Member,  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 
Member,  Gloria  Schaffer 

(S-1249-79  FUm!  5-29-79;  3:20  pm] 
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Chairman,  Marvin  S.  Cohen  ■ 
Member,  Richard  J.  O'Melia 
Member,  Gloria  Schaffer 

Persons  Expected  To  Attend 

Board  Members. — Chairman  Marvin  S. 
Cohem'Member.  Richard  J.  O'Melia; 
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PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  a.m.  (eastern  time). 
Tuesday,  June  19, 1979. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
matter  was  added  to  the  agenda  for  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting: 

Resolution  Concerning  Employment 
'  Protection  for  the  Handicapped. 

A  majority  of  the  entire  membership  of  the 
Commission  determined  by  recorded  vote 
that  the  business  of  the  Commission 
required  this  change  and  that  no  earlier 
annoucement  was  possible. 

In  favor  of  Change:  Eleanor  Holmes 
Norton,  Chair,  Daniel  E.  Leach,  Vice  Chair, 
Ethel  Bent  Walsh,  Commissioner;  and  J.  Clay 
Smith,  Jr.,  Commissioner. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Marie  D.  Wilson, 
Executive  Officer,  Executive  Sectariat, 
at (202)  634-6748. 

This  notice  issued  June  1^,  1979. 

[S-1239-79  Filed  6-20-79;  11:20  am) 

BlUING  CODE  6570-06-M 
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EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.  to  noon  and  2 
p.m.  to  adjournment,  Tuesday,  June  26, 
1979. 

place:  Commission  Conference  Room. 
No.  5240,  on  the  fifth  floor  of  the 
Columbia  Plaza  Office  Building,  2401 E 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

STATUS:  Part  will  be  open  to  the  public 
and  part  will  be  closed  to  the  pubbc. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Open  tO 
the  public: 

1.  Proposed  contract  for  computer  analysis 
in  connection  with  a  pending  court  case. 

2.  Proposed  Notice  and  Administrative 
Regulations  in  connection  with  the  Equal  Pay 
Act. 

3.  Staff  policy  recommendation  for  the 
State  and  Local  program  for  the  coming  year. 

4.  Proposed  Commission  policy  statement 
on  designation  of  State  Personnel  Boards. 

5.  Designation  of  the  Colorado  State 
Personnel  Board  as  a  706  Agency. 

6.  Proposed  delegation  to  State  and  Local 
Division  of  Office  of  Field  Services  of 
administrative  responsibility  for  706  agency 
designation. 

7.  Justification  for  non-competitive 
procurement  in  connection  with  contracts 
with  State  and  Local  agencies. 

8.  Proposed  memorandum  of  understanding 
between  EEOC  and  the  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance  Programs. 

9.  Proposed  printing  of  public  hearings  on 
Discrimination  because  of  Religion. 

10.  Proposed  contracts  for  grievance 
examiner  services. 

11.  Report  on  operations  of  the  Office  of 
Review  and  Appeals. 

12.  Report  on  Commission  operations  by 
the  Executive  Director. 


Closed  to  the  public: 

1.  Litigation  Authorization;  General 
Counsel  Recommendations. 

2.  Proposed  Decision  in  Charge  T403-1711. 

3.  Proposed  Reconsideration  of  Decision  in 
Charge  052-77-0749. 

Note. — Any  matter  not  discussed  or 
concluded  may  be  carried  over  to  a  later 
meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATKHC  Marie  D.  Wilson, 
Executive  Officer,  Executive  SecretariaL 
at  (202)  634-674& 

This  notice  issued  June  19, 1979. 

tS-1240-79  Filed  6-20-79;  11:20  am] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION. 
TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 
June  21, 1979. 

PLACE:  Room  856, 1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 
status:  Additional  item  to  be 
considered  at  open  Commission 
meeting." 

MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Agenda,  Item  No„  and  Subject 
Broadcast — 3 — 9  KHz  Channel  Spacing  for 
AM  Broadcasting. 

This  meeting  may  be  continued  the 
following  work  day  to  allow  the 
Commission  to  complete  appropriate 
action. 

Additional  information  concerning 
this  meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the 
FCC  Public  Affairs  Office,  telephone 
number  (202)  632-7260. 

Issued;  June  19, 1979. 

[S-1246-79  Filed  6-20-79;  2:49  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


7 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION. 
TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 

June  21, 1979. 

place:  Room  856, 1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  Commission  meeting. 
CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  deleted: 

Agenda,  Item  No.,  and  Subject 

General — 5 — Application  for  review  of  a 
ruling  by  the  General  Counsel's  Office 
denying  James  Reston's  FOIA  request  for 
release  of  tape  recordings,  transcripts,  and 
other  documents  dealing  with  amateur 
radio  transmissions  between  the  People's 
Temple  in  California  and  the  People’s 
Temple  in  Guyana. 

Additional  information  concerning 
this  item  may  be  obtained  from  the  FCC 


Public  Affairs  Office,  telephone  number 
(202)  632-7260. 

Issued:  June  19, 1979. 

{S-1247-79  Filed  6-26-79:  2:49  pm] 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (e)(2)  of  the  “Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act"  (5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  9:35  a.m. 
on  Monday,  Jwe  18, 1979,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation  met  by  telephone 
conference  call  to  authorize  payment  of 
the  insured  deposits  in  Bank  of  Enville,  > 
Enville,  Tennessee,  which  was  closed  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Banking  of  the 
State  of  Tennessee  as  of  the  close  of 
business  Saturday,  June  16, 1979. 

In  calling  the  meeting,  the  Boai^ 
determine^  on  motion  of  Chairman 
Irvine  H.  Sprague,  seconded  by  Director 
William  M.  Isaac  (Appointive), 
concurred  in  by  ^lr.  Lewis  G.  Odom,  Jr., 
acting  in  the  place  and  stead  of  Director 
John  G.  Heimann  (Comptroller  of  the 
Currency),  that  Corporation  business 
required  its  consideration  of  the  matter 
on  less  than  seven  days’  notice  to  the 
public;  that  no  earlier  notice  of  the 
meeting  was  practicable;  and  that  the 
meeting  could  be  closed  to  public 
observation  pursuant  to  subsections 
(c)(8)  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(8)  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii)),  since 
the  public  interest  did  not  require 
consideration  of  the  matter  in  the 
meeting  open  to  public  observation. 

Dated:  June  18, 1979. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

I&-1241-79  Filed  6-20-79;  11:20  am] 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Changes  in  Subject  Matter  of 
Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (e)(2)  of  the  “Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act"  (5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  its  closed 
meeting  held  at  2:30  p.m.  on  Monday, 

'  June  18, 1979,  the  Corporation’s  Board  of 
Directors,  voted  on  motion  of  Director 
William  M.  Isaac  (Appointive), 
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seconded  by  Chairman  Irvine  H. 

Sprague,  concurred  in  by  Director  John 
G.  Heimann  (Comptroller  of  the 
Currency),  that  Corporation  business 
required  its  addition  to  the  agenda  for 
consideration  at  the  meeting,  on  less 
than  seven  days’  notice  to  the  public,  of 
recommendations  regarding  the 
liquidation  of  assets  acquired  by  the 
Corporation  from  Franklin  National 
Bank,  New  York,  New  York;  The 
Hamilton  National  Bank  of  Chattanooga, 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee;  American 
Bank  &  Trust  Company,  New  York,  New 
York;  and  Farmers  Bank  of  the  State  of 
Delaware,  Dover,  Delaware  (Case  No. 

43.921- L);  American  City  Bank  &  Trust 
Company,  National  Association, 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  (Case  No. 

43.922- L  (Amended));  International  City 
Bank  and  Trust  Company,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana  (Case  No.  43,931-L 
(Addendum));  and  The  Hamilton  Bank 
and  Trust  Company,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
(Case  No.  43,956-L). 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  the 
same  majority  vote,  that  no  earlier 
notice  of  these  changes  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  meeting  was  practicable; 
that  the  public  interest  did  not  require 
consideration  of  the  matters  in  a 
meeting  open  to  public  observation;  and 
that  the  matters  were  eligible  for 
consideration  in  a  closed  meeting  by 
authority  of  subsections  (c)(4),  (c)(6), 
(c)(8),  (c)(9)(B)  and  (c)(10)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(4),  (c)(6),  (c)(8),  (c)(9)(B) 
and  (c)(10)). 

Dated:  June  18, 1979. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Hoyle  L  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(S-r244-7S  Filed  6-20-79;  2:11  pm] 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

"FEDERAL  REGISTER"  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  44  FR  35103 
June  18, 1979. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  am,  June  20, 1979. 
CHANGE  IN  meeting:  Addition  to  the 
agenda  meeting  June  6, 1979. 

Item  No.,  Docket  No.,  and  Company 
CAG-19.  IN78-1,  Tenneco  Oil  Company.  Inc. 
M-3.  RM79-  ,  Delegation  of  the 
Commission’s  Authority  to  various  Office 
Directors. 

M-9.  Notice  of  Well  Category  Determination 
by  the  USGS  Northern  Rocky  Mountain 
Area  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor. 

M-10.  RM78-7,  RM79-8,  RM7S-14,  RM77-12, 
RM77-13,  RM77-16.  RM77-23.  RM75-7, 


RM75-12.  RM75-19.  RM75-20.  RM74-17 
and  R-417,  Termination  of  Various 
Proposed  Rulemaking  Proceedings. 

RP-4.  RP72-154  (PGA  78-1),  RP76-115  (AP  78- 
1)  and  RP72-74  (DCA  78-1),  Northwest 

■  Pipeline  Corporation. 

RP-5.  RP74-97  (PGA  78-1),  Montana-Dakota 
Utilities  Company. 

CI-5.  RP77-13,  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas 
Company. 

CI-6(A).  G-17281,  G-17529,  RI71-154,  AR64-2, 
et  al,  Ginter,  Warren  and  Company  (Texas 
Gulf  Coast  Arer^). 

C1-6(B).  G-17281.  G-17529,  RI71-154.  AR64-2. 
et  al.,  N.  C.  Ginter,  et  al,  (Texas  Gulf  Coast 
Area). 

CP-1.  CP77-267,  Mid-Louisiana  Gas  Company 
and  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation. 

CP-2.  CP-421,  et  al..  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Company,  et  al. 

CP-4(A).  CP79-133.  ONG  Western  Inc. 

CP-4(B].  RM79-  .  Final  Part  284  Regulations 
Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978. 

CP-5.  CP76-376,  Town  of  Metcalfe, 
Mississippi,  Applicant,  v.  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation,  Respondent. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(S-1243-79  Filed  6-20-79;  1:40  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  S740-02-M 


11 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  44  FR  35104, 
June  18, 1979. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  MEETING:  10  a.m.,  June  21, 1979. 
CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  Addition  of  the 
following  item  to  the  open  session: 

2.  Shipping  Act  Amendments  of  1979  (Pub. 
L  96-  );  Interim  Regulations  and  Proposed 
Rulemaking  to  Implement 

IS-1242-79  Filed  6-20-79;  11:20  am] 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  June  27, 1979. 
place:  Room  12126, 1100  L  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20573. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  the  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting' will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Portions 
open  to  the  public:  . 

1.  Report  on  Notation  Items  disposed  of 
during  May,  1979. 

2.  Report  of  the  Secretary  on' times 
shortened  for  submitting  comments  on 
section  15  agreements  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority  during  May,  1979. 

3.  Report  of  the  Secretary  on  Applications 
for  Admission  to  Practice  approved  during 
May,  1979,  piuauant  to  delegated  authority. 

4.  Assignment  of  Informal  Dockets  by  the 
Secretary  during  May,  1979. 


5.  Monthly  Report  of  actions  taken 
pursuant  to  authority  delegated  to  the 
Managing  Director. 

6.  Petitions  under  section  528.3(b)(3)  of  Part 
528, 46  CFR  (General  Order  7.  Revised)  to 
allow  officers  or  employees  of  a  rate-fixing 
agreement  to  serve  as  tiie  policing  authority. 

7.  Docket  No.  78-53:  Independent  Ocean 
'Freight  Forwarder  Bids  on  Government 
Shipments  United  States  Ports — ^Proposed 
final  rules. 

8.  Special  Docket  No.  606:  Application  of 
Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.  for  the  Benefit  of 
Nepera  Chemical,  Inc. — ^Review  of  initial 
decision. 

Portion  closed  to  the  public: 

1.  Docket  No.  74-41:  Agreement  Nos.  8200- 
1, 8200-2  and  8200-3  Between  the  Pacific 
Westbound  Conference  and  Far  East 
Conference — ^Petitions  of  Pacific  Westbound 
and  Far  East  Conferences  for  reconsideration 
of  Commission  decision. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Francis  C  Humey, 
Secretary,  (202)  523-5725. 

(S-1245-79  Filed  6-20-79;  2:49  pm] 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM  BOARD  OF 
GOVERNORS. 

TIME  AND  date:  12  noon,  Wednesday. 
June  27, 1979. 

place:  20th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW..  Washington.  D.C.  20551. 
STATUS:  CLOSED. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  and  Branch 
director  appointments. 

2.  Proposed  acquisition  of  real  property  by 
a  Federal  Reserve  Bank. 

3.  Proposed  space  consolidatioa  plan, 
involving  competitive  bidding,  for  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  New  York.  (This  matter  was 
originally  aimounced  for  a  meeting  on  Friday, 
June  15, 1979). 

4.  Personnel  actions  (appointments, 
promotions,  assignments,  reassignments,  and 
salary  actions)  involving  individual  Federal 
Reserve  System  employees. 

5.  Any  agenda  items  carried  forward  from 
a  previously  announced  meeting. 

(S-1234-79  Filed  6-20-79;  9fl7  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2  p.m,.  Tuesday,  June  26. 
1979. 

place:  Room  432,  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Building,  6th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580. 
status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Oral  Presentation  in  Appliance  Labeling 
TRR 


I 
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CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  . 

information:  Ira  ].  Furman,  Office  of 
Public  Information;  (202)  523-3880; 
Recorded  Message;  (202)  523-3806. 

18-1235-79  Hied  e-Zfr-Tft  ft07  am] 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2  p.m.,  Thursday,  June 
28. 1979. 

PLACE:  Room  432,  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Building,  6th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Consideration  of  Appliance  Labeling  TRR. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Ira  ).  Furman,  Office  of 
Public  Information:  (202)  523-3830; 
Recorded  Message:  (202)  523-3806. 

(5-1236-79  Hied  6-20-79;  9X17  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  [44  FR  34241 
June  14, 1979]. 

STATUS:  Closed  meeting. 

PLACE:  Room  825,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C. 

DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED:  Monday, 
June  11, 1979. 

CHANGES  IN  MEETING:  Additional  items. 

The  following  additional  items  were 
considered  at  a  closed  meeting  on  Tuesday, 
June  19, 1979,  immediately  following  the  10:00 
a.m.  open  meeting;  '' 

Regulatory  matter  bearing  enforcement 
implications  and  institution  of  injunctive 
action. 

Litigation  matter. 

Subpoena  enforcement  action. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  action. 
Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans.  Pollack  and 
Karmel  determined  that  Commission 
business  required  the  above  changes  and  that 
no  earlier  notice  thereof  was  possible. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  or  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  John 
Wheeler  at  (202)  755-1129. 

June  19, 1979. 

|S-1236-7g  Filed  6-20-79;  10:18  am] 
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890 . 

. 32223,  33688 

6  CFR 

705 . 

. 32338 

7CFR 

Ch.  II . 

.  35904 

16 . 

. . 36001 

215 _ 

.  33046 

245 . 

. 33048 

250 . 

. 32193 

271. . 

..33380,  33762,  35924 

272. . 

..33380,  33762,  25925 

273 . 

. 33380,  33762 

274 . 

. ..33380 

276 . 

. 33380 

281.- 

.  35994 

283 . 

. . . 35928 

295 . 

. 35195 

401 . 

. 35195,  35201 

417 . 

. 36161 

418 . 

. . . 31599 

419 . 

. 35195 

430 . 

. 35201 

f  £0. . 

729 . 

. . . . 000^9 

. 34463 

760 . 

. 34464,  36360 

775 

. .  36359 

908 . 

. 32637,  34097,  36167 

910...31610. 

33049,  34464, 

36361 

911 . 

. - . 34465 

912 . 31610 

918 . ...31939 


944...... . 

. 34465 

945 _ 

. 36001 

946 . 

. 33391 

991 . 

32194,  36361 

1207 . 

_  .33391 

1421 . 

31611,31614 

1497 . 

. 396.37 

1435 . 

. 36.361 

1446 . 

. . 33827 

1944 . 

. .36690 

1948 _ 

. 35960 

1980 _ 

. . 33050 

2852 . 

. 3A36.3 

Proposed  Rules: 
Ch.  IX . 

.34135 

245 . 

36.396 

246..„ . . 

.35931 

250 . . 

36.396 

301..... . . . 

32224,  34501 

319 _ 

34656 

7Pd 

35930 

800 . 

. .39394 

802. . 

.  39394 

803 . 

J _ 32394 

907 . 

. 39706 

916 _ 

_ 32224 

919 . . 

.  .36055 

945 . 

. 34508 

948 . . . . 

.39706 

1099 . 

39706 

1701 

.3.3076 

8CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 
103 . 

. 36187 

108 . 

. 36187 

205 . 

. 36187 

211 . 

. 36187 

212 . 

. 36187 

214 . 

. 36187 

223 . 

. 36187 

235 . 

. -36187 

242. . 

36193 

243 . . 

. 36167 

245 . . .  ' . 36187 

248 . 

. 36187 

249.-' _ _ 

. 36187 

950 . 

. 36187 

252 . 

. 36187 

254 . 

. 36187 

11 
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256 .  36187 

271 . 36187 

^ . 36187 

9cm 

1  . 36868 

3  .  36868 

78 . 31619.  36373 

82 .  31620,  32195.  33050 

92 .  31621 

113 .  31622.  33051 

Proposed  Rules; 

Ch.  1 . 33801 

92 .  36397 

317  . 31665 

318  . 31665 

381 . 31665 

10  CFR 

19  . 32349 

20  .  32349 

51 . 31939 

73 .  34466 

211  . 31623.  31626.  32196, 

32643 

212  .  32645.  33052,  34468 

504 . 36002 

508 .  32199 

Proposed  Rules: 

2  . 33883 

30 .  32394 

35 . 32394 

211  . 32225 

212  .  32622 

436 . ; . 33077 

445 . 33344 

490 .  31922,  34965 

508 .  31677 

795 . 33632 

11  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 32608 

Ch.  IX . ...32608 

4  . 33368 

12  CFR 

205 . 33837 

211 . 36005,  36012 

213  . 36012 

217 .  32352,  32646,  34097 

225.„ . 36012 

302  . 32353 

303  .  3264a 

329 . 32353.  32356 

526 . .....:. . 33669 

531 . 33669 

545 . 32199,  33669 

556 .  36012 

563 .  33669 

575  . 36012 

576  .  36012 

577  . 36012 

578  .  36012 

612 . 31940 

614 . 31940 

700-760 . 33675 

701 . 32202,  32357,  32358 

Proposed  Rules: 

11 . 31984 

202 . 36398 

217 . 32395,  32396 

309 . r. . 34510 

329 . 32397 


335 .  38077 

523 .  36398 

526 . 33690  , 

531 . 36056 

541 . 30086 

545 .  33690,  36056,  36057, 

36060,36398 
563 .  33690,  33094,  36064 

613  . 36193 

614  . 36193 

616 . 36193 

701 . 32202 

742 . 33094 

13  CFR 

123 .  36167 

303  .  32359 

304  .  32359 

307 .  32359 

311 . 32359 

Proposed  Rules: 

121 . 35236,  36195 

125 .  33884 

540 .  32958 

14  CFR 

39 .  31941,  31942.  32649, 

32650,  33392, 34098-34102, 
3491 1. 34912, 36168, 36169 

71 . 31944-31947,  34102- 

341 1 3,  3491 3.  361 70. 361 71 

73 . 34111-34114 

91 . 33389,  33396 

97 .  31947,  34115 

121 . 33389,  33396 

129 .  33389,  33396 

207  .  33053 

208  . 33054 

212 . 33055 

214 . 33056 

221 . 33056 

228 .  36023 

288 .  34117 

302 .  32364 

323 .  33397,  34118 

372 .  33060 

375 . 35207 

380 .  33060 

385 .  34118 

1203 .  34913 

1214 .  36024 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 32001,  32708,  32709 

33409,34150- 

39 .  36196,  36197 

71 . 32001,  32002,  32709, 

341 50-341 52. 34967, 361 98- 
36201 

73 .  32003 

75 .  34153 

207  .  36065 

208  .  36065 

212 .  36065 

214 . 36065 

250a . 32398 

252 . 33410 

380 . . . 32399 

382 . 32401 

15  CFR 

377 .  36375 

501 . 32651 

806 .  32586 

2301 . 31629 


16  CFR 


1...„ . . . 36171 

18 .  31949,  32365,  34922, 

34923, 36025 
486 .  32207,  36172 

456  .  33061 

1118 .  34923 

1500  .  34892 

1501  . 34892 

1700 .  34933 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 35237 

13 .  32231,33097,33691, 

33693, 34511,36202 

305 .  32013,  36410 

433 .  34153 

457  . 35240 

1700 .  34968 

17  CFR 

9  .  34934 

15 .  32209,  33839 

17  . 33839 

18  . 33839 

140  . .....33676 

200  .  32366 

201  . 35207 

202  .  35207 

211 . 33061,33847,36156 

230 .  33362 

239  .  33362 

240  .  34884,  36027 

249 .  34883 

270 . 36152 

274  .  36152 

Proposed  Rules: 

210 . 36068,  36070 

240 . 32608,  36070,  36912 

249 . 36070 

270 . 36070,  36071 

301 . 32224 

916 . 32224 

18  CFR 

Ch.  X . 36027 

1  . 34936 

2  .  34936 

101 . 34471 

104 .  34471 

141  . 34471 

204 .  34471 

260 .  34471 

270  . 34472 

271  . 34473 

275  . 34475 

281 . 34941 

290 .  33847 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 32710 

35 .  33410 

154 .  33099 

201 . 33099 

204 .  33099 

271 . 34511,  34969 

276  . 33677 

281  . 34970 

282  . 33099 

19  CFR 

4. . 31950,  35208 

6 . 31950,  35208 

10  . ....31950,  31962,  35208 

11  . 31962,  35208 


t8_.> . 31962,  35208 

19._ . ..31962,  35208 

54_ . 31962,  35208 

101 . _ ^ . 34478 

111 . 31962,  35208 

112. . 81962,  35208 

138 . . 31950,  35208 

130 .  31962,  35208 

134 .  31962.  35208 

148 . 31962,  35208 

151 . .....31962,  35208 

163.. ... . 33877,  33878 

159 .  31972,  33063 

161  . 35208 

162  .  31950,  31962,  35208 

36376 

171  . 31950,  35208 

172  . 31950,  35208 

Proposed  Rules: 

141  . 31668 

142  . 31668 

20  CFR 

404 .  34479,  34941,  36376 

422 .  34941 

651 . 31629 

655 . 32209.  32211 

Proposed  Rules: 

401 . 31668 

404 . 35241 

416 . 35241 

615 . 34512 

655 .  32233,  33693 

676 .  33376,  36087,  36410 

21  CFR 

5 .  32212 

136 .  32213 

146 . 36377 

177  .  34493 

193 . 35208,  35209 

310 . 36378 

314 . 33677 

430 . 33677 

446 .  31636 

520 .  32213,  35210,  36380, 

36381 

561 . 35211 

610 .  36381 

660 . 36381 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 . 33114 

20 .  33238,  35242 

74 .  36411 

110 .  33238,  35242 

145 .  31669 

172  .  34513 

173  . 33693 

178  .  34513 

184 .  34515,  36415,  36416 

186 .  36415 

189 . 33693 

250 . 33694 

345 .  36421 

510 .  36421 

606 .  34515 

1312 . 33695 

22  CFR 

41.. , . 32653,  36383 

211 . 34034 

Proposed  Rules: 

6a. . 33891 


23  CFR 

17 . - . 36383 

Proposed  Rules: 

750  .  345T6 

751  . 34516 

1251 . 36204 

24  CFR 

Ch.  X..... . 33064 

300 .  34119 

445 . 33679 

570 . 33372 

841 . 32516 

1911  . 32214,  32215 

1912  . 32215 

1914  . 31973,  32654,  32656, 

34119,35212 

1915  . 33397,  34120,  35213, 

36383 

1917 . 33065,  34121-34123 

1931 . 36028 

Proposed  Rules: 

570 . 32407 

803 . 31670,  36698 

811 . 32711 

880 . 33804 

882 . 31670,  36698 

888 . 31670,  35106,  36698 

1917 .  32003,  33416-33430, 

33892-33904, 34154-34166, 
35242-35247, 36421-36431 


2205 . 

..33697,  34048 

3280 . 

. 32711 

25  CFR 

256 . 

. 32190 

26  CFR 

1 . 

.  32657,  33398 

138 . 

Proposed  Rules: 

. ..35217 

1 . 

.  32235,  36071 

7 . 

. 32235 

31 . 

. 32251 

48 . 

. 35247 

27  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

4 . 

. 32014 

5 . 

. 32014 

7 . 

. 32014 

178 . 

28  CFR 

. 32366 

2 .  31637,  31638,  34494 

14 . 33399 

45 . 36028 

301 . 34943 

540 .  35956 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 . 32252,  36077 

29  CFR 

451 . 33066 

92 . 33697 

1601 . 31638 

1613 .  34494 

1952 . . 33066,  36384 

2520 . 31639,  31640,  33706 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.XXV . 34517 

Ch.XXVI . 36433 

1601 . 36432 


egister  /  Vol. 

44.  No.  122 

1910 . 

. 31670 

2820 

.36432,  36862 

2880 . 

. ..36862 

30  CFR 

Ch.  VII . 

.35192,  36385 

11 . 

. . 33067 

55 . 

.31908,  36385 

56 . 

.31908,  36385 

57 . 

.31908,  36385 

211 

..  33640-33655 

718 

. 36886 

717 . 

. 36886 

Proposed  Rules: 
Ch.  VII . 

. 32408 

716 . 

. 33626 

31  CFR 

306 . 

. 34124 

32  CFR 

Ch  XIV 

.  32881 

67 . 

. 34495 

68 . 

..  33399,  34495 

198*1 . 

. 33399 

199 . 

. 33679 

283 . 

. 33399 

288 . 

. 36029 

354 . 

. 36032 

380 

. 36033 

382 . 

. . 36033 

367 . 

. 34944 

505 . 

..32367,  36386 

644 . 

. .'3.8219 

770 . 

. 32408 

806a . 

. 32681 

807a . 

. 32681 

842 . . 

. 35220 

1201 . 

. 31976 

1203 . 

. 31976 

1212 . 

. 31976 

1214 . 

. 31976 

1216 . 

. 31976 

1220 . 

. 31976 

1221 . 

. 31976 

1250 . 

. 31976 

2000 . 

. 34129 

2001 . 

. 34129 

Proposed  Rules: 
41 . 

. 35248 

33  CFR 

3 _ _ 

. 33399 

80 . 

. 34129 

. 34129 

100 . 

. 36174 

117 

. 34130 

161 . . 

. . 36174 

184 

. . 32681 

165 . . 

. 36175 

240 . 

. 36175 

401 . 

...33402,  36175 

Proposed  Rules: 

110 . 

. 32713 

117 . 

...33431,  36206 

157 . 

. .'.32713 

161 _ .32004,  33710,  34167 

184 . 

...32713,  33432 

209 . 

94819 

401 . 

. 35256 

36  CFR 

7 . 

. 35222 

Proposed  Rules: 


38  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 


10 . 31976 

111 . 31976 

257 .  33880 

601 . 31976,  32369 

Proposed  Rules: 

111 . 36434* 


40  CFR 

6 . 

. 32854 

51 . 

. 35176 

52 . 

..31976,  31980,  32681, 

33680, 33681, 35223, 35224 

60 . 

. 33580 

65 . 

.  32682,  32683,  33681- 

33683, 33881, 35224, 35225 

80 . 

. 99089 

115 . 

. 99884 

121 . 

. 32854 

122 . 

. 99884 

123 . 

. 39884 

124 . 

. 32854 

198 . 

. 398.84,  .94784 

162 . 

. ..32684 

180 . 

. 35226 

402 . 

. 32854 

403 . 

. 32854 

407 . 

. 36033 

600 . 

. 35227 

1517 . 

. 34944 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . . 

...  33332,  33433,  35262 

6 . 

. 35158 

52 .  32005,  32253,  33116, 

33433,  33437, 33438, 33712, 
33713, 33905, 34519, 35263, 
35264, 36206, 36434 
60 .  34840,  35265,  35952 

65  .  32254,  32255,  32715, 

32716, 32720, 33911, 34520- 

34522, 35268-35278, 36435 

66  .  34524,  36437 

67  . 34524,  36437 

80  .  33116 

81  . 34603,  36434 

86.....^ . 34603 

100 .  32006,  36437 

122  . 31673,  34244,  34393 

123  .  31673,  34244,  34393 

124  . 31673,  34393 

125  . 34393 

146 . 31673 

762 .  34167 

41  CFR 

Ch.  9 .  34424 

Ch.  18 .  32684,  32685,  32687 

1 . 36386 

1-7 . 34498 


..  33711 

1-16 . 

- . 34498 

. 34498 

..32715 

9 . 

.  36386 

..32005 

3 . 

. 36386 

9-80 . 

. 33069 

7 . 

. . 36386 

7-1 . 

. 33684 

fXAQTi 

16 . 

. 39688 

34975 

90 . 

.  32685,  36386 

34977 

25- . 

.  32685,  36386 

101-11 . 

Proposed  Rules: 

. 34499 

...  33880 

Ch.  51 . 

. 32011 

...  32369 

101-17 . 

. 33714 

I,  33879, 
34497 

101-18 . 

. 33714 

101-19 . 

. 33714 

42  CFR 

57 . 32698 

405 .  31641,31802 

466 . 32074 

Proposed  Rules: 

51g . 33913 

55a. . 33913 

110 . 36864 

431 . 33913,  34605 

43  CFR 

420 .  34909 

Public  Land  Orders: 

2883  (Revoked  by 

PL0  5665) . 34131 

3300 .  36386 

3501  (Revoked  by 

PL0  5664) . 34131 

3574  (Revoked  by 

PL0  5664) . 34131 

3814  (Revoked  by 
PL0  5664) . 34131 

5664  .  34131 

5665  .  34131 

8340 .  - . .  34834 

45  CFR 

5a . 31981 

57 - - ; _ 36175,  36178 

90 .  33768 

670 . 32699 

1061 . 34946 

1067 .  36181 

1611 .  31981 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  II . 34606 

71.... . 34754,  34780 

116a. . 34167 

160g . 35186 

161c . 35186 

161d . 33036 

1611 . 34024 

161j . 33022 

161n . 33028 

184 .  36908 

205 .  33913,34606 

228 .  33913 

233 . 35278 

46  CFR 

25 .  34132 

34 .  34132 

76 . 34132 

95 . 34132 

108 . 34132 

162 .  34132 


w 
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181__ . 34132 

t«3._ . 34132 

502__ . 32369 

512-_ . 32369 

521  . . 36077 

522™ . 36077 

531  . 32369 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  r . 34443 

30 . . . . 32713,  34440 

31...._ . J. . . 32720 

32 .  32713,  34440 

34  . 32713 

35  .  32720.34440 

536. . 32408 

537  . 33913 

538  . 32408 

47  CFR 

0. . 32377,  34947 

1  . 31643,  31650,  34947 

2  .  32377,  34133 

73  .  33070,  36034,  36386 

74  .  32377,  34133,  36034 

78 .  32377,  34133 

81 . 31660,33071,36041 

83 . . . 32383,  36041 

90 . 32215,  34133 

201 . 33404 

202.„ . 33404 

Proposed  Rules:  * 

0 . 32419 

18 . 32419 

73  _  31673,  32419,  33120- 

33126, 33439, 33440, 34170, 
34979-34981, 36080-36082 

74  . 32420,  34606 

7a— . 32420,  34606 

83 . —  36082 

87. . -  36085 

90 . . 31674,  33441,  36209 

94 . 32720 

49  CFR 

171 . 34960 

265™ . 36338 

393 . 31981 

395 . 34960 

571 _ 33441,  33444 

601-...- . 32705 

831.. .._ . 34418 

845_.._ . 34418 

1003 . —.36389 

1033 .  31982,  31983,  32221,. 

32384, 35227, 36183-36185 

1041 . 33684 

1047 .  33684 

1056 . 32384 

1082 .  33684 

1125 .  35228 

1132 .  36389 

1307 . 33071 

1310. . 33071 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  X . 32427 

110-189. . 36211 

171  . 36211 

172  .  32972,  34171,36211 

173  .  36211 

174.. ... _ 36211 

176. _ 36211 

177 _  36211 

170 _ 36211 

17ft _ 36211 


222 . — _ 34982 

392.. .- . 34992 

393 . 34992 

399 . . 34992 

830 . 34422 

1039 . -.33714 

1056 .  34994 

1252 .  33716 

1300. . 32011 

SO  CFR 

17 . -32604 

32 .  33072 

34 _  33073 

216 _  34963 

263 _ 32385 

264.. - . 32388 

268-.- . 32301 

286 . -36043.  36054,  36393 

371-- . 33684 

450- . 33127 

452  . 33127 

453  _ 33127 

611 . 31651,31652 

652 . -36393 

661  . 31983 

662  . 31654 

674 . . — . . . 33250 

Proposed  Raiss: 

17 . 33915 

20 . 34082 

70 _ 1 _ 33915 

410 _ 33127 

611 _ 34607 

652 _ 34171 

661 _ 32012 

StO. _ 3185a  33916 
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AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  publish  aH  This  is  a  vokmtary  program.  (See  OFR  NOTICE 
documents  on  two  assigned  days  of  the  week  FR  32914,  August  ^  1976.) 

(Monday/Thursday  or  Tuesday/Friday). 


DOT/COAST  GUARD 

DOT/NHTSA _ 

DOT/FAA _ 

DOT/OHMO _ 

DOT/OPSO _ 

DOT/UMTA* 

DOT/FRA* 

CSA _ . 


Tuisday 

USDA/ASCS 

USDA/ APHIS 

USDA/FNS 

USDA/FSQS 

USDA/REA 

MSPB/OPM 

LABOR 

HEW/FDA 


Thursday 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

DOT/NHTSA _ 

DOT/FAA _ 

DOT/OHMO _ 

DOT/OPSO _ 

DOT/UMTA* _ 

DOT/FRA* _ 

CSA _ 


Friday _ 

USDA/ASCS 

USDA/ APHIS- 

USDA/FNS 

USDA/FSQS 

USDA/REA 

MSPB/OPM 

LABOR 

HEW/FDA 


Documents  normally  scheduled  for  pubNcation  on 
a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be 
published  the  next  work  day  following  the 
holiday. 


Comments  on  this  program  are  stHI  invited. 
Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Day-of-the-Week  Program  Coordinator.  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and 
Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C  20408 


‘NOTE:  As  of  June  14,  1979,  the  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Administration  and  Federai 
Ralroad  Administration,  Department  of 
Transportation,  wW  publish  on  the 
Mond^/Thursday  schedule. 


REMINDERS 


The  items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal 
Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  tNs  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  iist  is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not 
include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication. 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

30080  5-24-79  /  Application  of  no-smoking  areas  to  commuter 

airlines 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT  DEPARTMENT 

Government  National  Mortgage  Association— 

30084  5-24-79  /  List  of  attomeys-in-fact 

List  of  Public  Laws 

Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become  law  were  received  by  the 
Ofbce  of  the  Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today’s  List  of  Public 
Laws. 

Last  Listing  June  21, 1979 


Subscriptions  Now  Being  Accepted 
96th  Congross,  1st  Session,  1979 


Separate  prints  of  Public  Laws,  published  immediately  after 
enactmenU  with  ginal  annotations,  legislative  history 
referents,  and  future  Statutes  volume  page  numbers. 

Subscription  Price;  $130.00  per  session 

(Individual  laws  also  may  be  purchased  from  the  SuperintenderU  of 
Documents,  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 
Prices  vary.  See  Reminder  Section  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  announcements  of  newly  enacted  laws  and  prices). 


SUBSCRIPTION  ORDER  FORM 

ENTER  MY  SUBSCRIPTION  TO.  PUBLIC  LAWS.  (PULA-File  Code  1L| 
□  $130.00  Domestic;  □  $162.50  Foreign. 


PLEASE  PRINT  OR  TYPE 


MAIL  ORDER  FORM  TO: 
Superintendent  of  Documents 
Government  Printing  Office 
WasNngton,  D.C.  20402 

□  Remittance  Enclosed  (Make 
checks  payable  to  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents) 

□  Charge  to  my  Deposit 

Account  No . 


